3a a 
a 


| July 31, 1897. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. [Vol. 41.] 660 


7 ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE.| VOL. XLI., No. 40. 
i FOR sus, san2, LTRS: AMD .smeUTEENS. ‘The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 


CHIEF OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, LONDON, JULY 31, 1897 
Fowps, £4,000,000.  Oxames Par, £38,000,000. . «i 


FIRE. 
INSURANCES ARE GRANTED AGAINST LOSS OR DAMAGE BY FIRE on | ¢.* The Editor cannot undertake to return rejected contributions, aud 


PROPERTY of almost every description, at . 
LIFR copies should be kept ot all articles sent by writers who are not on 
a DEATH DUTY POLICINS—Payment Direct to Revenue Authorities before grant 
































Cases Reported this Week. 
IMPORTANT TO BSOLICITORS In the Solicitors’ Journal. hoe 
X In Dra’ LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX v. 677 ‘ood v. Mayor, &c., 
LICENSED PROPERTY Oo. 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
L088 OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 














f _eitable clanseo, sotled by Ovensel, can be obtained oa ion to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND | sea 
z GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 














ALLIANCE ASSURANCE COMPANY. 


Established 1824. i 
Heap Orricz 


. 4 Chairman BIGHT FOX. Logp BOTHBOHELD. eal 
p Marner Bu ORPOLK SERERT, STRAND ; 8, 3 Laz 0°hC 


Lirs axp Fine Iesvraxces at Mopeearz Rares, 





4 Life Policies free from Restrictions, with Perfect Security and Liberal Bonuses. 

4 Policies have been to 

— LEASEHOLD ND sink ive SOND PoLtotes - \—upmetdaens 
a Fall Prospectuses on application. RO. LEWIS, Chief Secretary. 


| LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
: SOCIETY, 











ESTABLISHED 1836. 





FUNDS - - + + = £4,000,000 
INCOME - + + + «+ £993,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £1,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE -_ - £11,000,000 





_ THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


= PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wrrsovr Prorrrs. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 
Age | Premium Age | Premium Age | Premium 
20 |s178%,| 30 | s116%| 40 | #2107, | 


£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortalicy. 


Duration | 10 yrs. | 2 yrs. | 380 yrs. | 40 yrs. 
| Amountiof Policy | 41,199 | £1,498 | 41/794 | 42/067 
Next Bonus as at 31st December, 1901. 






































5 
; 


OFFICES: 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 





670) | 
ve 


THE ‘SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 31, 1897." 








= == . 
wer to redeem existed, it must 


been held that, although the 
be exercised reasonably, and‘ only upon due notice to the 
m ‘Notice is unfortunately’ not provided for in 
the statute (the Poor Law Loans Act, 1871) upon which the 
contention of the guardians was founded, but it surely would 
have been possible to lay down that such a condition for 
redemption was to be implied. If this had been the decision, 
jans would have stood in much the same position 
with regard to redemption as ordinary mortgagors, and it 
does not seem very likely that the existence of the power to 
redeem would have prevented loans being readily effected on 
fair terms. The law is, however, now settled, and the House of 
Lords have apparently, out of a fatherly consideration for the 
welfare of the guardians, denied them the power they them- 
selves desired to have. The statute expressly empowers the 
Local Government Board to make an order enabling guardians 
to redeem the balance of a loan if they can obtain the money 
at a lower rate of interest, and permits the guardians, upon 
obtaining such an order, to re-borrow the required amount ; ana 
it goes on to provide that in the case of loans outstanding at the 
ing of the Act no such redemption shall take place without 
the consent of the lenders. It must be admitted that the deci- 
sion makes the proviso nugatory. If consent is necessary in all 
cases, why specify that it shall be required as to loans out- 
standing in 1871? ‘The decision also makes the consent of the 
mortgagees necessary before the order made by the Local 
Government Board under the express powers of the Act can 
have any effect: thus it is placed in the power of the lenders 
to say whether the statute shall or shall not be acted upon in 
any case in which the guardians desire to put it in force. 





Tue pecision of Kennzpy, J., in the case of Zhe Liverpool 
General Brokers Association v. Commercial Press Telegram Bureau 
creates an additional technicality in the law of literary copy- 
right which is much to be regretted. The question was whether 
the assignees of copyright could sue for an infringement, their 
title being derived by a valid assignment from duly registered 
proprietors of the copyright, but the assignment not being 

The learned judge decided that this was a fatal 
objection, and did not follow the dictnm to the opposite effect of 
Cocxsurx, O.J., in Wood v. Boosey (L. R. 2 Q. B. 340, at p. 
$51). The sections of the Act 5 & 6 Vict. c. 45, upon which 
the question turns are the 13th and 24th. The former section 
provides for registration by the proprietor, and enacts that ‘‘ it 
shall be lawful for every such registered proprietor to assign 
his interest . by making entry in the said book of 

of such assignment, and of the name and place of 
abode of the assignee thereof and such assignment so 
en . + + shall be of the same force and effect as if 
such assignment had been made by deed.” By the latter 
section it is enacted that ‘‘no proprietor of copyright in any 
book . . shall maintain any action or suit . . . in 
of any infringement of such copyright unless he shall, 
commencing such action or suit, have caused an entry to 
be made in the book of Registry of the Stationers’ Company of 
such book pursuant to this Act.” Upon these sections two 
observations may be made: (4) The 13th section clearly con- 
templates other assignments than those entered upon the regis- 
try, and merely provides that registered assignments shall be as 
valid as assignments by deed. (+) The 24th section provides that 
no ietor is to sue for infringement of copyright in any book 
unless he has caused an entry to be made of such book. There 
is therefore no provision in either section making it compulsory 
for an assignment to be registered, nor is it in terms enacted 
that an i i shall not sue. This being so, it is 
to in mind that the main object of making regis- 
tration of copyright compulsory is to enable any person to 
ascertain the date until which copyright in any work is subsist- 
ing. <= peredigmapiararte a is fulfilled as soon as ~ 
proprietor (whether an origi ietor or an assignee) 
qauanlan entey to be made on t register, and rt ape 
assignee of ight only acquires it for the same time as the 
wepprape exe Tiocccaeplinad lin pipes 
ion of the assignment compulsory in a case like 
the ia which the book had been duly entered by the, 
pore mega . It was further pointed out in argument 


that it is the proprietor who “may register the assignment,” 


and that there is no provision in the Act enabling an assignee . 


to compel his assignor to’ make such entry. Assuming, there- 
fore, that a person were to become an assignee by deed of lite- 
rary copyright (as he lawfully might), and that there was no 
entry on the register of the assignment, it would seem to follow 
that if the assignor died or refused to have the assignment 
registered, the assignee would be unable to protect his copy- 
right, a result which, it might be thought, should not have 
been arrived at unless made clearly inevitable from the terms of 
the statute. 





AN IMPORTANT point as to policies of assurance effected for 
the benefit of the wife or children of the assured was decided by 
Srirtinc, J, on Tuesday last in Re Turnbull. The policy in 
question was effected in 1874 under the provisions of the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1870, and was expressed to 
be for the benefit of the wife and children of the assured. The 
effect of this, as the law then existed, was clear; section 10 of 
the Act providing that such a policy should enure for the benefit 
of the wife and children, and should form no part of the estate 
of the assured ; and that trustees of the policy-moneys could be 
appointed by the court only, and the receipt of such trustees 
should be a discharge to the insurance company on the life 
falling in. The question was whether the law applicable toa 
policy of this kind effected under the Act of 1870 has been 
altered by the passing of the Married Women’s Property Act, 
1882. That Act repeals the Act of 1870, but (by section 22) 
the repeal is not to affect any act done or right acquired while 
that Act was in force. Section 11 of the Jater Act contains the 
the substituted provisions as to policies for the benefit of the 
wife and children. These differ in several points from the pro- 
visions of the earlier Act, and in particular they permit of the 
appointment of trustees of the policy-moneys by the assured 
himself, and enact that, in default of such appointment, the 
policy is to vest in the assured and his legal personal repre- 
sentatives in trust for the purposes aforesaid ; and the receipt 
of the trustees duly appointed, or in default of notice to the 
insurance office, the receipt of the legal personal representa- 
tives, is to be a discharge. In the present case the assured 
had died in January of the present year, and the object 
of the application to the court was to determine in whom the 
policy was now vested and from whom the insurance com- 
pavy could obtain an effectual discharge for the moneys pay- 
able. Srracine, J., has held that the Act of 1882 has no appli- 
cation to policies effected before it came into operation, and that 
therefore the procedure under the Act of 1870 must be followed, 
and trustees appointed by the court under that Act to receive 
the moneys and give a receipt to the company; the language of 
section 11 of the later Act was not, in his judgment, retrospec- 
tive, and the result of holding otherwise would be that, contrary 
to section 22, the Act of 1882 would affect rights acquired under 
the Act of 1870. Considering the number of policies of this 
kind which must have been effected under that Act by persons 
dying since the Act of 1882 has been in force, it is surprising 
that the point has not before been expressly decided. It has, 
however, been touched on in two cases. In Re Adam's Policy 
Trusts (23 Ch. D. 525), Currry, J., in 1883, appointed a trustee 
of a policy for the benefit of the wife and children effected in 
1874 under the Act of 1870, and in doing so remarked that 
section 10 of the Act of 1870, so far as that case was concerned, 
had not been repealed by the Act of 1882. It is, however, to be 
noticed that in that case the assured died in 1882, and the new 
Act did not come into force until the following January. In 
1884 a petition came before Pzarson, J. (Re Soutar’s Policy 
Trusts, 26 Oh. D. 2386), for the appointment of a trustee of 
a similar policy effected in 1877, the assured having died 
in 1883. The case before Curry, J., was not cited, 
the learned judge held that the petition ought to be intituled 
in the matter —o pra ge ge and of the a of Jom and 
he appears to have e the appointment under wers 
conliand in section 11 of the latter Act, doubting “ whether 
section 10 of the Act of 1870 remains in force for any 2, 
But in neither of these cases does the point appear to have been 





thoroughly considered as it has been by Sriruine, J., in the 
recent case. ; 
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pscrston of the Court of Appeal in J. & P. Coats (Limited) 

I Commissioners of Inland Revenue does no more than follow 
the previous decision in Foster § Sons v. The Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue (42 W. R. 259 ; 1898, 1 Q. B. 516), In that case, 
upon the conversion of a partnership business into a limited 
liability company, an attempt was made to avoid the ad valorem 
duty on the conveyance of the property to the company by 
allotting the whole of the shares and debentures of the company 
amongst the partners in the business. Apart from section 71 
of the Stamp Act, 1870 (now section 55 of the Act of 1891), it 
would have been possible to maintain that this was no more 
than an exchange, and that the deed by which it was effected 
was liable only to a 10s. stamp. But that section provides that 
where the consideration for a conveyance on sale consists of an 
stock or marketable security, the conveyance is to be charged wi 
ad valorem duty in respect of the value of the stock or security. 
This has the effect of turning an exchange of property for shares 
or debentures into a conveyance on sale. ‘‘It is,” in the language 
of Linptry, L.J., ‘‘a conveyance of property from one person 
to another for money, or what is, according to the provisions 
of the statute, equivalent to:money,” and this must be a convey- 
ance on sale. In the present case a similar device was used for 
transferring the business of one company to another. James 
Chadwick & Brother —— — . & P. eo (Limited) 
were companies incorpora or the purpose 0 ing on 
similar peskaieenes. An arrangement was made under whie b the 
shareholders in the former company were to transfer their 
shares to the latter company in exchange for fully paid-up 
shares in that company. The transfers made in pursuance of 
this agreement were carefully worded so as to be exchanges and 
no more, and, but for the enactment referred to above, it seems 
the device must have succeeded in saving the ad valorem duty. 
But the enactment abolishes the distinction between marketable 
securities and money for the purposes of the Stamp Act, and 
any transaction in which shares are given in exchange for 

roperty necessarily falls within the category of sales. It is 

ifficult to avoid the reasoning of Linney, L.J.—to gg ser 
from his judgment in Foster & Sons v. Commissioners of Th 
Revenue—‘' 1 do not know what is necessary to constitute a sale, 
except a transfer of property from one person to another for 
money, or, for the purposes of the Stamp Act, for stock or 
marketable securities.” 





Taz Sunpay Observance Act, 1780 (21 Geo. 3, c. 49), which 
was brought into prominence by the Leeds Coliseum cases (Reid 
v. Wilson and Ward and Reid v. Wilson and King, 1895, 1 Q. B. 
$15), has been the subject of another decision in Wiiliams v. 
Wright. Under the Act any house or place used for public 
entertainment or amusement on Sunday, to which ns are 
admitted by payment of money or by tickets sold for money, is 
tobe deemed a disorderly house, and penalties are imposed 
upon the persons keeping the house or place, and also on per- 
sons advertising any prohibited entertainment, or printing or 
publishing such advertisement. In the Leeds cases the enter- 
tainments complained of were found to be within the Act, but 
the ms sued as kee of the place of entertainment were 
held not to be cmeandiie, and the actions, therefore, failed. 
In the present case the action was brought under section 3 
against the printer and publisher of the Zimes/to recover the 
penalty of £50 in respect of an adv ent of a Sunday 
musical entertainment, but the proceedings have again been 








unsuccessful. The admission to the entertainme: free, 
i[athou h a price was-charget for reserved seats. But the words 
of the statute are ¢ the entertainments aimed at are 


express né i 

those “to which shall admii the payment of 
money or by tickets sol or money, Sp i quand 
Cortmys, J., dismissed the action. Even had it ed, 
it would have been competent for the Orown to remit the 
penalty under the Remission of Penalties Act, 1875 (38 & 39 

ict. c. 80). It will be remembered that the House of Lords 
Select Committee of 1896 on the statute of Geo. 3 adopted, by 
& majority of six to four, a report in favour of the maintenance 
of the Act, among other reasons, on the ground of the hardshi 
which would be imposed on members of the dramatic an 





musical professions should Sunday entertainments upon the 


t 1 


® <* 


= 
ordinary system of payment become general. But the Com- 
mittee pointed out tuas Geto tae a objection to such 
iectures or music as were provided by raised by voluntary 
subscriptions or by the proceeds of collections made at the time, 
and it now appears that, provided only that admission to the - 
entertainment is kept free, the necessary funds can be raised by 
charging for reserved seats. 





A CorrEsPonDENT draws our attention again to the question 


of the stamp on the statutory receipt upon society or 
friendly society mortgages, which was in these 
columns some months . The words of ion in the 
Acts (Building Societies Act, 1874, s. 41; Friendly Societies 


Act, 1896, s. 33) are not as explicit as might he desired. The 
former Act, after enumerating certain specific instruments, 


extends the exemption to ‘‘any other instrument or document 
whatever required or authorized” to be given in mance of 
the Act or of the rules of the society; and the in the 


same way extends the specific exemptions to any “ other docu- 
ment — or authorized by this Act or by the rules of a 
registered society or branch.” As we have already pointed out 
(ante, p. 38) it was held (Re Royal Liver Friendly Society, L, RB. 
5 Ex. 78) on the ep arp | words in 18 & 19 Vict. o..63, 
that ead gmeg tion did eo — all instruments which in the 
course of its business a friendly society had power to execute, 
and in particular it did not apply to = eeaathe ot a m 
to a friendly society. But the statutory receipt to be indorsed 
on am stands on a different footing. It is an instrument 
the use of which is y authorized, and under the Acts it 
has the special effect of operating as a reconve of the mort- 
geged pro (Building Societies Act, 1874, s. 42; Friendly 
ieties Act, 1896, s. 53), It seems difficult therefore to resist 
the conclusion that such receipts are entitled to exemption, as 
well from the 1d. receipt stamp (see also Stamp Act, 1891, 
“ Receipt’ Exemption (11)) as from ad valorem reconveyance 
duty, and in point of fact, as Messrs. Wootnoven Gross & Soy 


nd | have already stated (ante, p. 63), the same view is taken by the 


Inland Revenue authorities, who have adjudicated the statutory 
receipt on a friendly society mortgage as “exempt from 
duty” (see also Alpe’s Stamp Duties, 4th ed., pp. 245, ett 
Hence for practical p the matter a to be : 
and, although this view is not universally held (see ante, p. 223), 
we agree with our most recent correspondent that ihe quite 
unnecessary in the face of an interpretation favourable to 
clients and adopted by the authorities to continue to pay recon- 
veyance duty. 





‘ 
Ir 1s somewhat surprising that there should be any doubt as 
to the po of a railway orneeas fe ooere Se its antes all 
ns who are not there © purpose: avsllieg, ut it 
oe aived the dsclalon of the Motes of Kale Ie Porth 
General Station Committee vy. Ross to affirm this vat a= 
principle. The dent, a hotel-keeper at Perth, 
right to send his “ boots” to the Perth General Station to assist 
the departure of guests and await the arrival of new ones. The 
station authorities objected to the of “ boots” except 
under their own regulations and e respondent persisted 
in sending him, they — for an interdict. Apparently 
was not a question touting for the 
of en Gnae that “boots” only vi 
ose of accom poses 
des. pa of m oe ome who 
were to arrive at the hotel, and they 
practice had never caused any obstruction 
the station. In the result the interdict was 
vo h hotels ~s pn send tra 
ug. may be a necessary ad) 
yet a hotel-keeper’s business is quite distinct from that 
railway company, and 
cam, 08 sack, hove say svi Se taipeeta os the station 
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admission to their stations of persons oth travellers. 


the railway authorities must have the right of controlling the 
i er 





BANKERS AND TRUST ACCOUNTS. 


Tur judgment of Brenz, J., in the recent case of Coleman v. The 
Bucks and Oxon Union Bank (45 W. R. 616) deals with a ques- 
tion of considerable importance in relation to the law of bankers. 
Frequently a banker has no knowledge of the equities attachin 
to moneys which come under his control, and he cannot be hel 
liable for any breach of trust which is committed in regard to 
them. On the other hand, where he has distinct notice of the 
trust and concurs in an appropriation of the moneys in breach 
of trust—especially where the appropriation is made for his 
own benefit—the ordinary rule applies, and he is bound to make 
good the fund to the cestuis que trust. But the above case 
presented special features which made it difficult to place it 
readily in either of these categories. 

In 1892 James Gurney was the surviving trustee of the will 
of Tuomas Boviyapon, and as such trustee was entitled to a sum 
of £1,411, the proceeds of a mortgage which was paid off in that 
year. The money was received by Messrs. Parker & WiLKuss, 
of High Wycombe, as Gurney’s solicitors, and, in accordance 
with a direction given by him, was paid by them into the High 
Wycombe branch of the London and County Bank with instruc- 
tions to that bank to credit Jamzs Gurney’s trust account at the 
Chesham branch of the Bucks and Oxon Union Bank. In due 
course the Chesham branch was advised by the London 
and Westminster Bank, the London agents of the Bucks 
Bank, of the receipt of the above sum, the advice note 
stating that the money was paid by Messrs. Parker & 
Wiuxrs on account of “James Gurvzy’s Trust.” James 
Gunwyzy had in fact no trust account at the Chesham branch 
but he had a private account there, and the manager credited 
his private account with the £1,411, and on the same day 
advised him that this had been done. At that date the private 
account was overdrawn to the extent of £1,694 under an 

ent by which Gurney was allowed to overdraw to the 
extent of £2,000 against securities deposited with the bank. 
The trust money was applied by the manager in reduction of 
the overdraft. No notice was taken by Gurwny of the pay- 
ment in of the trust mon although, in addition to the advice 
received from the bank, he must have known from his - 
book, which he was in the habit of receiving once a fortnight, 
that the money had been placed to his general account. Sub- 
sequently he drew further cheques and increased the overdraft 
again until it stood at about £500. A new arrangement was 
then made under which Guryzy found additional security and 
was to be allowed an overdraft of £5,000. In 1895 he became 
bankrupt without having replaced the trust money, and at the 
date of the bankruptcy there was a considerable sum due from 
him to the bank. 

Under the above circumstances it appears that the manager 
at the Chesham branch was aware that the money belonged to 
James Guanzy on some trust account, and in his evidence he 
admitted as much; but, having regard to what he knew of 
Gunwky’s position, he did not consider it necessary to make any 
inquiries, and he did not consider himself justified merely 
by reason of the terms of the advice note in opening a new 
account in Gurvzy’s name. On the other hand, Gurney had 
the chance of writing at once and requiring the money to be 
parste account, and his omission to do this doubt- 

tated the continuance of his private overdraft. In tke 
result, Brzwe, J., holding that the bank was not liable to make 
the trust money, dismissed the action which had been 
by the trustees of the will of Tuomas Bovinapon ap- 
pointed in Guawzy’s place. 

In the cases in which liability for the misapplication of trust 
en apy been imposed on banks, the participation in the 

of trust has been very much clearer than in the present. 

v. Gill (24 Beav. 302) a fund was standing in 

bankers’ books to the account of two trustees, and the bankers 
had notice of the trust. By the direction of the tenant for life 
alone they transferred it to his account, and thereby obtained 
payment of a debt due to themselves. They were, of course, 


i 


| 





liable to make good the fund, and Romy, M.R., said thatthe "a 
most remarkable thing in the case was that they should haye 
resisted the relief sought. They had not even the authority ra : 


the trustees of the fund for dealing with the money, 


would have been liable to them in an action atlaw. A cage , 


perhaps equally clear was Pannell v. Hurley (2 Coll. 241), where 
a trustee had a balance at the bank of £308 on the trugt 
account, and was indebted to the bank to the extent of £72 on 
his private account and upwards of £250 on a joint i 
account. The heading of the trust account shewed its nature, 
and the bankers had otherwise direct notice of the trust. Two 
cheques of £72 and £236 respectively were drawn by the 
trustee and were applied in extinguishing the debt on his 
private account, and in reducing the debt on the trading account, 
the trust fund being thereby quite absorbed. Kwicur Bavog, 
V.C., treated the case as free from doubt. ‘‘ Money,”’ said he, “is 
due from A. to B. in trust for OC. B.isindebted to A. on hisowa 
account, A., with knowledge of the trust, concurs with B. ig 
setting one debt against the other, which is done without 0,’s 
consent. Oan it be a question in equity whether such a trans. 
action can stand. There is nothing more in the case than that.” 
In Bodenham v. Hoskyns (2 De. G. M. & G. 903), a receiver, who 
had a private account with bankers, and also kept with them his 
receivership account, of the nature of which they were aware, 
drew a cheque on the latter account and paid it into his private 
account which wasoverdrawn. Kinpgrstey, V.O., while acquit 
ting the bankers of any design of doing what was dishonest or 
improper, held them liable to refund the amount of the cheque 
on the Lape my that a person who knows another to have in 
hands or under his control moneys belonging to a third person 
cannot deal with those moneys for his own private benefit, when — 
the effect of the transaction is the commission of a fraud on the 
owner; and the Court of Appeal supported this decision. 

It will frequently happen, of course, that a trustee is a bene- 
ficiary or otherwise interested in the trust fund, and is entitled 
to draw upon it in favour of his private account, and hence it 
has been ed that the bankers cannot be held liable for any 
dealings with the fund unless they know the circumstances of 
the trust. The argument was rejected, however, by Fry, J, 
in Foxton v. Liverpool and Manchester District Banking Co. (44 
L, T. 406), where he held that, provided the bank profited by 
the dealing with the trust fund, it was immaterial whether they 
knew of the circumstances of the trust or not. In that cases 
trustee, who had an overdraft which had been the subject of 
anxiety to the bank managers, drew a cheque on the trust 
account in favour of his private account. “It appears,” said 
Fry, J., ‘‘ to be plain that the bank could not derive the benefit 
which they did from that payment, knowing it to be drawn 
from a trust fund, unless they were prepared to shew that the 
payment was a legitimate and proper one, having reference tothe 
terms of the trust. It is said that they did not know what the 
trust was at that time. That ap to me, I confess, to be 
immaterial, because those who know that a fund is e trust fund 
cannot take possession of that fund for their own privale 
benefit, except at the risk of being liable to refund it in the 
event of the trust being broken by the payment of the money.” 

The question of the duty of a banker to refuse to honour the 
draft of his customer on the ground of an intended breach of trust 
was dealt with in Gray v. Johnson (16 W. R. 842, L. R. 3 BE 
I, App. 1). and the rule was laid down by Lord Carans, O., a8 
follows : ‘“‘In order to hold a banker justified in refusing ® 
pay a demand of his customer, the customer being an executem, — 
and drawing a cheque as executor, there must, in the first plac, 
be some a ne some breach of trust, intended by ? 
executor, there must, in the second place .. . 
proof that the bankers are privy to the intent to make this 
cereeerae he Suk te . And to that I think I ma ik 

, that if it be shewn that any personal benefit to the 
themselves is designed or stipulated for, that circamstameh) 
above all others, most Pe, ‘ 
bankers are in privity with the breach of trust which is aboul’ 
to be committed.” The present case of Coleman v. The 
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and Oxon Union Bank comes near this rule, inasmuch as there 
was notice of the existence of a trust, and the money was . 
in reduction of a debt due to the bank, and apparently s: 
within the language of Fry, J., quoted above. Atthesametim® — 
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_ benefit from the transaction, they must also have some reason- 
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the bank had no real ground for suspicion ; their application of 
the money was tacitly sanctioned by the trustee, on w lay the 


duty of giving directions ; and the transaction was followed by 
further Salinas with the customer’s account, which would have 
made it impossible to restore the bank to its original position. 
According to the judgment of Brrvz, J., in order to render the 
bankers fable, it is not sufficent that they are going to derive a 


able suspicion that a breach of trust is intended. Where they 
are pressing for a reduction of the trustee’s private overdraft, 
or know that the cheque is drawn to meet a specific obligation 
to themselves, the grounds for this suspicion clearly exist. The 

nt case, however, lacked any such circumstances, and hence 
the bank escaped liability to make good the trust fund. 





ARE LICENSING SESSIONS A COURT OF SUMMARY 
JURISDICTION ? 


A REMARKABLE example of the uncertainty of the law is given 

the case of Reg. v. The Justices of Kent, decided y the House 
Apa this week. Mr. Bourrzr, the appellant in the case, had 
objected to the renewal of the licence of a certain public-house 
in Dover. He had given the publican notice of his intention to 
object, and had o—- at the licensing meeting of the justices, 
both in person and by a solicitor, to support his objection. The 


yesult of his interference was that the renewal of the licence was 


refused. The publican thereupon gave Boutrzr notice of his Ja 


intention to appeal to quarter sessions. This a came on in 
due course, but no one appeared at the hearing to resist the 
the appeal, and the court of quarter sessions reversed the 
decision of the licensing justices, renewed the license, and 
ordered Bourrzr as the respondent to the appeal to pay the 
costs. By meansof an application for a certiorars to quash their 
order as to costs, it was sought to test the question whether or not 
the court of quarter sessions had any power to make such order. 
A Divisional Oourt, composed of the Lord Chief Justice and 
Waicxt, J., decided in favour of the legality of the order, and 
this decision was upheld in the Court of Appeal by the Master 
of the Rolls and Kay and Sarru, L.JJ. (reported 44 W. R. 603 ; 
1896, 2 Q. B. 306). Now, however, the 
of the Lord Chancellor and Lords Watson, Hersonzty, SHanp, 
and Davey, has overruled both the courts below and decided 
that the justices had no jurisdiction to make Boutrzr pay the 
costs. We have, therefore, five eminent judges deciding the 
question one way, and five in exactly the con way. 

It is clear, from a reference to section 31 of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Act, 1879, that if the appeal to quarter sessions was 
from the order of a court of summary juriedi iction, the court of 
quarter sessions had jurisdiction to make the order. If, however, 
justices sitting in licensing sessions are not a court of 
jurisdiction, then this section does not apply ; the procedure on 
appeal is governed entirely by the Licensing Act, 1828, and the 
court of quarter sessions had no jurisdiction to make Bovurrzr 
pay costs. The whole question, then, is whether or not justices 
sitting in licensing sessions are a court of summary jurisdiction. 

Now, section 13, sub-section 11, of the Interpretation Act, 1889, 
provides that, ‘‘ The expression ‘court of summary jurisdiction ’ 
shall mean any justice or justices of the peace, or other magis- 
trate, by whatever name called, to whom jurisdiction is given 
Te who is authorized to act under, the Summary Faris. 

jon Acts, whether in England, Wales, or Ireland, and 
whether acting under the 8 Jurisdiction Acts or any 
of them, or under any other Act, or by virtue of his com- 
mission, or under the common law.” To the ordinary mind 
it seems clear from this that no justice can act as such 
under any Act whatever, or under any other power, without being 
& court of s jurisdiction. When the t case was 
before the Court of A Surrn, L.J., said “no one can 
doubt that this definition includes justices at licensing sessions.” 
again, in the case of Reg. v. Justices of Glamorganshire (40 

. R. 436 ; 1892, 1 Q. B. 621), in which ly the same 
question arose before the Court of Appeal, and which has also 
now been expressly overruled, Lord Esuer said it was “ plain,” 
and Fry, L.J., said: ‘I cannot imagine a more exhaustive 
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legal conundrum, When is a place not a place ? 








LEGISLATION IN PROGRESS. 


after ascertaining the views of the and workmen, certifies 
that any scheme of ee Lae ae 
is on whole, under all the circumstances of the 
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— that “‘if the funds under any such scheme are not sufficient 
the compensation payable under the scheme the employer 
shall. he liable to make good the amount of compensation which 
would be payable under this Act.” In the discussion on the sub- 
clause the Marquis of SALispuRY said it was. most unreasonable 
; , and it was obvious that on such conditions no employer in 
is senses would join in a scheme at all. It was essential, he said, to 
stick to the rule that those who determined the expenditure were the 
people who should be liable to make it good. 

Clause 4 deals with liability for compensation in cases of work 
done under a sub-contractor. The clause was, on the motion of the 
Earl of SELBORNE, replaced by another, which was intended to 
express more clearly the principle that the head-contractor shall 
be directly liable to the workmen, but with a right of indemnity 
against the sub-contractor. The new clause is in the following 
terms: 

‘Where, in an employment to which this Act applies, the under- 
takers as hereinafter defined contract with any person for the 
execution by or under such contractor of any work, and the under- 
takers would, if such work were executed by workmen immediately 
employed by them, be liable to pay compensation under this Act to 
those workmen in respect of any accident arising out of and in the 
course of their employment, the undertakers shall be liable to pay to 
any workman employed in the execution of the work any compensa- 
tion which is payable to the workman (whether under this Act or in 
respect of mal negligence or wilful act independently of this 
Act) by such contractor, or would be so payable if such contractor 

-were an employer to whom this Act applies. Provided that the 
undertakers shall be entitled to be indemnified by any other person 
who would have been liable independently of this section.” 

In the discussion on the first schedule, which specifies the scale and 
cor.ditions of compensation, an interesting point was raised by Lord 
HERSCHELL. Under the Bill a workman may be entitled to receive 
compensation although the accident was due to his own negligence. 
On the other hand, the employer would have a common law right to 
sue him for the pecuniary loss caused by his negligence, and so 
would recover a sum equivalent to the amount of the compensation. 
Under clause 13 of the schedule a weekly payment is not capable of 
-being assigned, charged, or attached, and so, in the case of compen- 
sation in this form, the difficulty would not arise. But under clause 
12, where any weekly payment has been continued for not less than 
twelve months, it may be redeemed, on the application of either the 
workman or the employer, by payment of a lump sum to be settled 
by arbitration, and since there is no provision with respect to euch a 
lump sum corresponding to the provision of clause 13 with respect 
to weekly payments, it would seem, said Lord HERscHELL, that the 
lump sum could be charged and attached and made to satisfy the 
judgment which had been obtained. The Lord Chancellor 
thought the matter certainly required consideration before the next 
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and vigorous opposition from a corporation claiming to represent 
branch of the legal profession which possesses special a peeotial 
knowledge of the present system of conveyancing and of the causes 
of the failure of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, it seemed the better 
plan for landowners who, like myself, are not altogether ignorant of 
the law of real pro , to leave the opposition in their hands. But 
it is due to the solicitors of Yorkshire, who have come forward g9 
bravely at the eleventh hour, to let them know that their efforts are 
appreciated, and that they have the support of the landowners whose 
cause they are fighting. It is to be hoped that all landowners in the 
House of Commons will give careful consideration to the statement 
sent to them by the Yorkshire law societies, and I would earn 
urge all Yorkshire members to support any motion which may be 
made to omit the compulsory clauses of the Bill. 

If the Bill should pass, it may be expected that the registration 
of an absolute title will be very rare. Your professional readers cap 
easily imagine the stringency and cost of such an investigation of 
title as would justify a registrar in registering an absolute title 
aap ams by Government. A qualified title, of course, is not to 

thought of. The alternative is to register a possessory title. But 
what purchaser will accept a possessory title? Every purchaser fp 
whom such a title is off will require to be satisfied as to the 
validity of the title prior to registration. We shall thus have ge 
dual system of conveyancing, and vendors and purchasers will have 
to pay—as the Yorkshire statement points out—the present costs of 
investigating title in addition to the fees and other costs of registration. 

It has been proved that small transactions in the West Riding ar 
often carried out at an expense which averages about 1 per cent, on 
the amount of the purchase-money, and it is within my own know- 
ledge that conveyancing transactions have been carried t¢ 
within twenty-four hours. Can the promoters of the Bill p 
that their scheme will work for smaller fees or at greater speed ? 

Small landowners have been led to expect that this Bill will work 
wonders in the way of cheap and speedy transfer, and, if should 
pass, we, who can in some degree forecast the result, do not envy the 
Conservative members who will have to meet their constituents 
when compulsory registration has been some time at work. 

The great argument against compulsion has never been satisiac- 
torily answered, and it may be well to call renewed attention to it, 
When landowners have had the opportunity of voluntarily ado 
registration for more than twenty years, and have persistently 
with practical unanimity declined to do so, a strong inference arises 
that the system so avoided is not adapted to their wants, and itis 
both unjust and impolitic to force compulsion upon them. This view 
coincides with the opinion of Lord Cairns and the Report of the 
Committee of 1879; and it can scarcely be doubted that if the sit 
tings of the Select Committee of 1895 had not been cut short by the 
— of Parliament, their report would have been to the same 

‘ect. 

The truth is that landowners who understand something of the 
intricate nature of land tenure in England are averse to a system of 
registration which cannot easily be adapted to their requirements 
Among landowners who are ignorant of conveyancing, except i 
cases where they have poy or sold, there is no real desire for regi 
tration, and certainly no desire for a system of compulsory registra 
tion which would add a new tax to land and inflict a heavy fine om 
the present generation of landowners for the possible—but problem- 
atic—benefit of ae 

Bankers and 
rumoured that opposition from other quarters is yet to come. Iti” 
difficult to see what class it can possibly benefit, and one is tempted 
again and again to ask from what source this mischievous but 
annual really emanates. A YORKSHIRE LANDOWNER. 





SENDING CHEQUES BY POST. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. } 
Sir,—With reference to the recent case of Pennington v. Crossley 


uilding societies have opposed the Bill, and itis 


July 31, 1897, | 


CORRESPONDENCE, 
THE LAND TRANSFER BILL. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—You are, of course, aware that the lance which has fallen 
from the inert grasp of the Incorporated Law Society has been taken 
up by the Yorkshire solicitors. So long as the Bill met with a rea] 
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& Sons (Limited) I should like to elicit the opinion of you or your 
readers as to me oomeaten afforded by a course I, and no doubt — 


others, have long 
that of writing between the cross-lines the words ‘ 

Payees.” If ies words are acted upon by the bankers the Bosco ; 
cannot, of course, go astray, but if the bankers ignore or 0 ; 


them and a loss arises, the question then remains whether they 


would be liable, 


opted when remitting cheques by post — aaa eZ 








att PegPTReFeE |) 


E> 2 oe 


cS 


ES PSTEEERERRE DERE 


FEFSERe 


 *8e.8 8 


ES 


BERS SESRR TPG PEATE 


single 


sok 








7° 


not to 
le. But 
aser to 
s to the 
have @ 
ll have 
costs of 
tration. 
ling are 
sent. on 
| know- 
hrough 
promise 
dl ? 
ill work 
should 
mvy the 
tituents 


satisfac- 
n to it, 
dopti 
tly 
e arises 
and it is 
his view 
of the 
the sit- 
t by the 
she same 


g of the 
rstem of 
rements, 
xcept im 
or regit« 
registrar 
r fine on 
yroblem- 


and itis 
e, Iti 
tempted 
ut 
WHER. 


. Crossley 
1 or your 
no 


, 
count of 
e m 

over! 


her they 





_ July 31, 1897. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


(Vol. 41.) 675 








 pageng nm Pang bankers upon whom the cheque is drawn are 
under no liability, since they can only pay the bankers presenting, 
and cannot control the further destination of the money. But would 
the bankers presenting the cheque be liable if they credited the 
to any person other than the payees? In other words, are 
they bound by instructions given, not by their customer, but by the 
drawer of the cheque, as to how they, as bankers, are to deal with 
the money when they have once obtained it; or can they ignore the 
ific directions written on the face of the cheque and say that, 
Ee money once having been paid to them, they can be under no obli- 
gation to the person by whom it is paid as to how they d 
with it. J. G. G. 
July 28. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 


CONSERVATORS OF THE RIVER THAMES v. SMEED, DEAN, & CO., 
AND ANOTHER. No. 1. May 7th and July 16th. 


River—Rrrearian Owners—Bep or River—Ricut or Taktne Sanp or 
GraveL.—Tuames Conservancy Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. cLXxxvul.), 
s. 87. 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from a judgment of Bruce, J., at the trial 
without a jury. By section 87 of the Thames Conservancy Act, 1894, it 
is provided that ‘‘ any person, with, and in accordance with, the license of 
the conservators . . . may dredge and raise gravel, sand, ballast, and 
other substances from the bed of the Thames . . . but subject to the 
provisions of this Act, it shall not be lawful for any person other than the 
conservators, their agents, servants, and workmen, to dredge or raise any 
gravel, sand, ballast, or other substance from the bed of the Thames 

. » except with, and in acco: with, euch license.” The 
conservators commenced this action for an injunction to restrain the 
defendants from dredging and raising sand between high and low water- 
mark from Hadleigh Ray, a place in the River Thames and within the 
district of the Thames Conservancy, without previously obtaining the 
license of the conservators. They also asked for a declaration that this 
place was part of the bed of the Thames. The evidence at the trial 
shewed that the defendants had raised sand at the place in question 
between high and low water-marks, and they had done so without the 
license of the conservators, but by leave of the owner of the place, which 
was private property. The question raised was whether this was in 
the ‘‘ bed’’ of the river, in which case no one would have a right to dredge 
or raise sand without obtaining the license of the conservators. By 
section 3 of the Thames Conservancy Act, 1894, ‘‘the word 
‘shore’ means the shores of the Thames so far as the tide flows and 
reflows between high and low water-marks at ordinary tides.’”” Bruce, J., 
held he was bound by the decision in Pearce v. Bunting (1896, 2 Q. B. 360), 
which was that a place between high and low water-marks is of 
the ‘shore ’’ and not part of the ‘‘ bed’’ of the Thames within section 87, 
and he therefore gave judgment for the defendants. From this judg- 
the conservators now appealed. 

Tus Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Smrru and Currry, L.JJ.) allowed the 


A. L. Surru, L.J., in reading his judgment, said: The question was 
what did the words ‘‘bed of the Thames’? mean? He thought they 
denoted the portion of the river which in the ordinary and regular course 
of nature was covered by the waters of the river; not necessarily 
constantly covered, but habitually covered. In the case of State of 
Alabana v. State of Georgia in the American reports (64 U.8. 515) it was 
laid down that ‘‘ the bed of the river is that portion of its soil which is 
alternately covered and left bare, as there may be an increase or diminu- 
tion in the supply of water, and which is adequate to contain it at its 
average and mean stage during the entire year, without reference to 
extraordinary tides at any time of the year.” The unreported case of 
Goolden v. Conservators of the Thames throws considerable light upon the 

t case. There the House of Lords held that the words ‘* bed of the 

es’’ meant the soil underneath the water of the river situated 
between bank and bank. If a private owner were at liberty to dredge and 
raise gravel from the bed of the Thames in the tideway at his own will 
and pleasure he might seriously impede navigation. In Pearce v. Bunting 
the court was of opinion that it was not probable that the 
intended to interfere with private rights without giving ion, but 
in Goolden v. Conservators of the Thames the House of Lords that —- 
ing powers were given to the conservators for navigation purposes with- 
out compensation being given to private owners for having their rights 
interfered with. He was of opinion that the ‘‘ bed” of the Thames in 
section 87 includes the soil from ordinary high water-mark on one side of 
the river to ordinary high water-mark on the other side. This appeal 
would therefore be allowed and the injunction asked for granted. 

Curry, L.J., read a judgment to the same effect, and Lord Esuzr, 
M.R., concurred. Appeal allowed.—Counsex, Jelf, Q.C., and J. &. 
ee 3 Channell, Q.C., and Scrutton. Soxscrrors, James Hughes ; Farlow 

ahson, 

[Reported by E. G. Srittwe.t, Barrister-at-Law.]} 


WILDING v. SANDERSON. No. 2. 12th, 13th, 14th, 15th, and 26th July. 


Paacticn—Consent Oxpex—Serrinc Asips Orpsr—Mistaxz, Mcurvat or 
Inpucep ny One or THE PaRtTIes—APPnronaTING AND REPROBATING. 


This was an appeal againet a decision of Byrne, J., setting aside a 








consent order made by Romer, J. One Ainsworth, the 


of certain property, brought an action 
first m 


third 


-_ 


a 


Ainsworth v. Wilding) against the 
ortgagees, the trustee in bankruptcy of the mortgagor, and the 
Betese Homan, 3c sup eciainn ane aiten Wen ie 


judgment, dated the 23rd of November, 1894, was by consent. The judg- 
ment directed certain accounts to be taken on the and by way of 
continuation of an account taken in a action. eee g oy a 
ment had been passed and entered, in an account 


form of a mortgagee’s account. The sintstie Le thet antion enatanded 
that the account ought to have been 


ona more favour- 
fo te contin cour of Appel orening Suing, gave efiect 


ee Camm, Lopzs, = ——— L.JJ.) dismissed a oes. 
Linviey, L.J., a judgmen' which after stating 

said : I see no grounds whatever for duh hone Son ah tho date 
of the judgment any mistake or between the parties or 
their legal advisers. The judgment, however, as drawn up, isso worded us 
to go far beyond what was agreed and decided when 

Under the order as drawn up this court has decided 
of” means ‘‘ on the same as.”” This involves as a uence 
Oe eens ee ee ty gles of the mortgiged 
roperty are not to be treated as is in taking mortgagees' 

t are to be treated as sums in the:hands of the and bearing 
interest at 5 per cent. The order as drawn up certainly does not express 
the agreement come to between the as the 
— (i... between their ) and what took Foe before 

er, J. The order as it stands was drafted by counsel for 
and was assented to by counsel for the Wildings. The words, therfore, 
were to. But it is not suggested that the t to which the 
— come at an earlier tage of the proceedings was 

m or modified in any way. The words were assented to by W! *s 
counsel in the belief that they carried 
arrived at and not ing else. No 
ha been suggested, 
sub’ a form of words proposed with the same view. 


one 
has fallen unto a mistake into which he has been by the other. 
Whichever view is right, the cules a5 Caves We, a8 ya Seas 
does not express the real agreement between fog ye 
did not discover that the eo action understood 
the order differently until March, 1895, the 

their account, and the plaintiffs objected to it. The Wildings contended 
that Se oe it to be construed in the sense which they 
attributed to it, and in w! had al 

J., held that they were right. On appeal, however, this court was 
unable to adopt this construction, and on the 4th of December, 1895, 
reversed Stirling, J.’s, decision. The mistake which had been made 
dra up the order then became t, and it cannot be truly said 
to have been discovered by the W: at any earlier date. 
they discovered it they set to work to have it corrected. 
attempt was wrong inform, and was unsuccessful. 
March, 1896, they commenced the present action to have the order of the 
23rd of November, 1894, eg a et pee eer Bre fw 

On the 25th of March last Byrne, J., side this 
Ainsworth’s executors have appealed. The third Sir 
Brooks, whose interest in this matter is the 

also, but it was admitted by 
Ainsworth’s executors’ appeal fails the appeal of 
fail also. This court was not esked by ae eee Sa a 
judgment by rectifying the order of the 23rd of November, 1 
plaintiffs are content to have that order set aside; and it is unnecessary, 
therefore, for us to consider ee Chee have been rectified 
or not. The only question we have to 8, 
judgment setting ethe order of the 23rd of November, 1894, can or 
cannot be supported. I am clearly of opinion that it can, and that there 
are no grounds for re it. It was conceded, and in my opinion it is 
clear, that the order of the 23rd of November, 1894, being a consent order 
based cn and intended te anny ae oe Spee ee ee 
parties, ought to be treated as an order could be properly set aside 
on any ground on which an order 
set aside. Mistake is one of such 
that the mistake in the meaning 
ment is not enough, and in of this contention was 
Powell v. Smith (20 W. R. 602, 14 Eq. 85) and Stewart v. Kennedy (15 
108). These cases decide that a written contract cannot be im) 
because one of the parties has put an erroneous construction on the 


in which the contract is expressed. he tegmenye pre ese pray 
out in Stewart v. Kennedy (ubi supra), if it were adhered 
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‘Wilding’s advisers assented to the words of the order in reliance on what 
See the letters of their opponents was all they wanted and 
. Wilding’s advisers were induced by those letters and 

all that passed in court to assent to the words adopted, in the belief 
tes they were understood by their opponents in the sense in which they 
themselves understood them, and not in a sense wholly inconsistent with 
with what passed in court. But, further, the evidence of 
the executors’ solicitor shews that, although he never told his opponents 
that he was thinking of en my J them with interest on the proceeds of the 
sales of the mo roperty, he was all along intent on getting an order 
hich would enab him to do so; and whilst the attention of Wilding’s 
was directed only to the mode of taking the account down to 
the 7th of October, 1897, being told that the subsequent accounts would 
be ordinary mortgagee’s accounts, the executors’ solicitor was bent on 
getting subsequent account of a very different nature. The order as 
wn up gives effect to his views, but it was assented to by Wilding’s 
advisers their minds were addressed to a different matter alto- 
. Under these circumstances it is impossible, in my judgment, to 

the Wildings bound by the order of the 23rd of November, 1894, as 
settled. One other point requires notice. It was urged by the 
appellants that it was too late for the Wildings to impeach the order of 
tne 23rd of November, 1894, after their attempt to enforce it in the sense 
in which they understood it, and that if they wished to impeach it they 
we done so as soon as they found that their opponents under- 
stood it differently from themselves. The answer to this contention is 
that they did not know there was any mistake to rectify until their con- 
struction of tbe order was held to be erroneous, and that as soon as they 
found out their mistake they set to work to have it put right. The case 
in this respect also is like Stewart v. Kennedy (ubi supra), as will be seen by 
Roth thes the reports of the two appeals in 15 App. Cas., pp. 75, 108. 


the t appeals must be dismissed with costs 
Lorrs, Es +» concurred. 
Currry, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect as Lindley, L.J.— 


Counsan, Eve, Q.C., and U. Leigh Clare ; Macnaghten,Q.0.; Astbury, Q.C., 
and , Q.C. Soxscrrors, Bower, Cotton, § Bower, for Ainsworth, 
Sanderson, § Howson, Blackburn ; Robbins, Billing, § Co. 

[Reported by R. C. Macxewzie, Barrister-at-Law.! 


STROHMENGER v. BOROUGH OF FINSBURY PERMANENT INVEST- 
MENT BUILDING SOCIETY. No. 2. 2ist July. 


Bumpme Socrery—Fuiry Pamw-ve Suares—Loss Warirren Orr sy 

* Repveinc SHanes—Resotvtion or Sprcian Meerinc—Uurra Vires 
—Buitpire Socrerizes Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Writ. 4, c. 32), s. 1—BuiLpine 
Socrzrizs Acr, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 42), ss. 7,13, 16, 18—Bu1_pine 
Socimries Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicor. c. 47), se. 1 (f), 25 (2). 


This was an appeal from a decision of Stirling J., (reported ante, p. 622), 
an injunction restraining the Borough of Finsbury Permanent 
Investment Building Society from acting upon one of their rules, as altered 
by a resolution at a special meeting. The society was formed in 1863 
under the Building Societies Act, 1836 (6 & 7 Will. 4, c. 32), section 1 of 
which ides “ it shall and may be lawful for any number of persons 
in Great Britain and Ireland to form themselves into and establish societies 
for the purpose of raising, by the monthly or other subscriptions of the 
several members of such societies, shares not exceeding the value of £150 
for each share, such subscriptions not to exceed in the whole 20s, per 
month for each share, a stock or fund for the purpose of enabling each 
member thereof to receive out of the funds of such society the amount or 
value of his or her share or shares therein, to erect or purchase one or more 
or dwelling-houses, or other real or leasehold estate 
to .be secured by way of mortgage to such society until the amount 
or value of his or hor shares shall have been fully repaid to such 
the interest thereon, and all fines or other payments 
i thereof, and to and for the several members of 
society from time to time to assemble together, and to make, 
poe | constitute such proper and wholesome rules and regulations 
ernment and eallaabe of the same as to the major part of 
of such society so assembled together shall seem meet, so as 
rules shall not be repugnant to the express provisions of this Act, and 
general laws of the realm, and to impose and inflict such reasonable 
and forfeitures upon the several members of any such 
offend against any such rules as the members may think 
society was in under the Building Societies Act, 1874. 
Act, by section 7, repealed the Act of 6 and 7 of William 4, but 
not to “affect any subsisting society certified under the said 
until such society shall have obtained a certificate of incorpora- 
under this Act; and this repeal shall not affect the past operation 
the said Act.” Section 13 wides that ‘‘ Any number of persons 
y establish a society under this Act, either terminating or permanent 
the purpose of raising, by the subscriptions of the members, a stock or 
for making advances to members out of the funds of the society upon 
freehold, copyhold, or leasehold estate by way of m ; and 
under this Act shall, so far as is necessary for the said purpose, 
hold land with the right of foreclosure, and may from time to 
the issue of shares of pase, ears eres Se 
or to be periodical or o subscriptions, 
aheting hadened and may gg mg funds when no longer 
ee re See ion 16 provides that “the 
of every society hereafter establi under this Act shall set forth (1) 
the name of the society, and chief office or place of meeting for the business 
of the society ; (2) the manner in which the stock or funds of the society are 
to be raised, the terms upon which paid-up shares (if any) are to be i and 
gepaid, &c.; (3) the terms upon which Ton may be withdrawn, and upon 
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under this Act, certified previously to the 
rescind any rule or make any additional by the vote of three-fourths of 
the members present at a special meeting cailed for the purpose, of 
which meeting notice, specifying the ag alteration, rescission, or 
addition, shali be given to the mem 
the rules of the society, or in the absence of such rules by letters sent 
through the post seven days previous to such meeting ; any 
h ter established may alter or rescind any rule, or make an sh ditiondl 
rule, in the manner its rules direct.” The Building Societies Act, 1894 
8. 25, subs. 2, provides that after the expiration of two years from the 
of that Act, the Act of 1836 “‘ shall be repealed as to all Societies i 
thereunder after the year 1856.” Until 1897, the rules of the a 
provided that “any member may, subject to the provisions of rules 73 
91, withdraw all or any part of his shares w giving one month’s notice 
in writing, dating from any subscription, to the manager, when such member 
shall be entitled to receive back his subscriptions, with such portion of the 
profits realised as may have been to his credit either by way of 
interest or bonus, together with interest calculated up to the date of the 
notice” (rule 71); that “the rule formerly numbered 72 was rescinded at 
a special general meeting of the society on the 13th January, 1891” 
(rule 72) ; that “in the event of the assets of the society being insufficient 
to meet the liabilities thereof, the directors may order that a sum sufficient 
to discharge a proper proportion of such liabilities shall be deducted from 
the amount payable to any member on withdrawal” (rule 13); 
and that “the funds of the society shall be applied solely for the 
purpose set forth in these rules, and in manner therein provided. Firstly, 
in payment of all the expenses of the society authorised by the rules, 
Secondly, in payment of the interest, dividends, or bonuses due to the holders 
of investment shares. Thirdly, in making advances to members, notwith. 
standing the currency or expiration of any notices of withdrawal by other 
members. Lastly, in repaying subscriptions to members withdrawing their 
shares” (rule 91). Rule 118 dealt with dissolution of the society, and pro. 
vided: ‘‘In case three-fourths in number and value of the inv 
members of the society for the time being, present at a general meeting 
specially convened for the purpose, shall resolve that no new business be 
transacted, then the society 1 cease to transact any new business.” The 
same rule further provided that the directors were to get in the assets, andi» 
pay and discharge all the liabilities of the society, and make 
with borrowing members for the redemption of. their securities ; and that 
‘‘when all the liabilities.and expenses shall have beea di ed, the 
surplus assets shall from time to time, as the same shall 
in, be divided among the investing members in the pro 
in which they may be entitled to the same; and when the 
of such surplus assets shall have been so disposed of the 
shall be, and be deemed to be, absolutely at an end.” Throug 
defalcations of some of its officials the society had lost a large sum of 
money, and several meetings of the members had been held with the view of 
considering what ought to be done. Ultimately, in May, 1897, there had 
been passed certain resolutions, some of which were complained of, altering 
the rules of the society. The first alteration which it is necessary to mention 
was in regard to rule 71, in which the provision that a member should by 
entitled to receive back his subscriptions with a proportion of profits was 
now struck out, and a provision substituted that he should be entitled # 
receive “the amount standing to his credit in the books of the society.” Is 
— of what was formerly in rule 72 this was inserted: “The amount das 
m the society to each member in respect of any share or shares held by 
him on the 1st day of December, 1896, shall be deemed to be and taken a 
irty-three fiftieths of the net amount paid on such share or 
anything in these rules to the contrary contained notwithstanding’ 
Rule 73 was altered so as to read thus: ‘The directors may # 
any time order that a sum sufficient to discharge a proper be 
ange = of any loss actual or antici; incurred by the society 
deducted from the amount pays to any member on withdrawal.” 
The plaintiff, who was the holder of fully paid-up shares in the society, thas 
commenced an action, on behalf of and all other members of the 
society, claiming an injunction to restrain the society and their directors ant 
officers from acting upon the alterations of the rules, and from dealing wilh 
the funds of the society otherwise than in accordance with the rules as 
stood before the alterations, Stirling, J., held that the alteration made in 
72 was ultra vires of the society, and granted an injunction as to the 
alteration of that rule. The society appealed. _ 
Tue Covrt (Linpiey, Lorzs, and Currry, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal, but 
without costs. 4 
Livviey, L.J., said: This society was established in 1863, before the 
Building Societies’ Act, 1874, was passed. It was afterwards in x 
under Act of 1874, soon after that Act was passed. That the 
state of the society, the real question then is, by what Act of Parliament wal 
it governed, when, in May 1897, the members altered their rules, or made rule 
72? ‘Those are the three material dates, which we must keep in our ; 
What, then, in May, 1897, was the state of the legislation applicable to thit 
society? So far as the society was concerned, the Act of William 4 wal 
absolutely repealed. Section 25, sub-section 2 of the Building Societies Ac 
1894, re; it altogether, several vious enactments having : 
— it. This pry certified after 1856, and therefore as 3 
society, the Act of William 4 is entirely gone, and no agreement whith 
could be based on that Act of Parliament or on any of the sections it contaill” 
would be legitimate, or can be attended to. That, therefore, is one . 
distinctly ascertained. Now, another question which arises, is: F 
the l-gislative enactment in force in May 1897, which relates to the altem 
tion of the rules of this society ? As to that, there are two sections ap 
The first of the two is section 18 of the Act of 1874, which is very 
Under that section this society can—and could in May, 1897—alter or 
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any tule or make any additional rule by the vote of three-fourths of the 
members. That is one of the two sections which in May, 1897, were 


applicable to this society. ‘The other section which was ble is 
section 7 of the Buildiog Societies Act, 1894, which runs thus : “‘ rules of 
every society under the Building Societies Acts pone wane To rat pe | 
a new set of rules for its existing rules after the «= Act, shall 
forth . . . (f) the manner in which losses are to be ascertained and provided 
for.” I understand that to mean every society established after the passin 
of this Act, or, if established before, substituting, after the passing of this 
Act, a new set of rules for its existing set of rules. The importance of that 
section will appear presently. We come back to this question : What 
there in any of those sulsisting enactments which prevents the society 
doing what it has done? I need not refer particularly to those enact- 
ments. It was suggested by counsel that we had to consider—and 
Stirling, J., passed his judgment . u the view that the 
had to consider—section 16 of the Building Societies Act, 1874. But the 
truth is that that was an oversight on the part of the learned judge. 
section does not apply to this society at all, and we have nothing to do with 
itmow. The same observation applies to the case of Knight v. Tabernacle 
Building Society (not reported on this point), which was cited to us. It is 
clear that there has been a slip; for unless that were so I cannot suppose 
that there would have been any difference of opinion on this between 
Stirling, J., and this Court. at, all events, neither section 16 of the Building 
Societies Act, 1874, nor the case of Knight v. Tabernacle Permanent Benefit 
Building Society applies to this case. We come back, then, to thir. A 
shareholder of this Building Society says that it was not competent 
for a meeting duly called in accordance with the Acts to pr 
the rule which I am about to read. On the 18th of May, 1897, 
a duly constituted meeting pgoneat by a majority of three-fourths, this rule 
[The Lerd Justice read rule 72 as umended, and proceeded:] The 
why that rule was passed, why three-fourths of the members thought it 
desirable to reduce the shares, is perfectly intelligible. The 
sustained a loss of £30,000, owing to the defalcations of some of its o 
and other causes. How was that loss to be met? The eame to 
the conclusion that the most expedient course was to ace the 
shares; for clearly everybody must contribute to the loss—it was a loss 
which fell upon them all. It seemed to the members present 
meeting that, as it was a loss which had to be shared by all, the fairest 
was to reduce the shares all round. What is there in any of the 
which makes it incompetent for three-fourths of the hembdiees 
a meeting to such a rule as this ? ats 
there is any illegality at all in what was done by the 
Even if section 16 of the Act of 1874 had still applied 1 should have doubted 
whether the rule was uira vires; but all doubt is removed by the ro 
of the amending Act passed in 1894. It was perfectly — 
this Society, if it had chosen, to substitute a new set of for the 
old set ; I see nothing at all to prevent that, I merely make that 
tion for the purpose of expressing my opinion that there is 
“ unwholesome or improper,’’ to use the phrase in the Act of 1836, 
has been done by the majority of the shareholders. The 
gone, but, to vary the phrase, what has been done cannot 
ulira vires merely because an amended rale has been inserted 
old set, instead of a new set being adopted. I cannot 
Acts any sign that that is to make any difference. There 
been a slip and an oversight in the court below. No jndge and 
any long experience at the Bar, can wonder that a slip occur 
to this series of Acts. I do not say that they are actually the worst 
Statute Book, for some other groups of Acts also are ly compli- 
cated ; but certainly the Building Societies Acts are in a very state now. 
The appeal must be allowed, but without costs, 

Lorpgs and Cuirry, L.JJ., delivered ja t to the same effect.— 
Counset, Graham Hastings, Q.U., and EF. A. Wurtsburg; P. 8. Stokes. 
Soxicirors, Boulton, Sons, § Sandeman ; Dod, Longstaffe, Son, § Fenwick. 


| Reported by R. C, Macaenzix, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re ASHTON, INGRAM ». Parinien. Stirling, J. 1st, 2nd, end 28th 
July. 


Arrointment—Rvz Acarnst Dovstz Portions—AProinTMENT vy MoTuer 
—Pznxson rx ** Loco Parzntts.”’ 


This was a summons issued by the trustees of the will of Samuel Ashton 
to determine the manner in which a legacy of £10,000 bequeathed to his 
a i od life bs a of it was . ve 
raised the question whether the ouble portions to t 
case of epautabmente made oy c alierin tetean el one of children, 
The testator, by his will dated the 11th of November, 1846, bequeathed 
£10,000 to his trustees upon trust for investment and of the 
poate 0 ip ar, wpe izabeth for her a use for and after 

n trust for or any one or more children, grandchildren, 
or other issue of his said daughter in such shares and as his 
said daughter, whether covert or sole, should by deed or will appoint, and 
in default of appointment to such children as and when they attained 
twenty-one years, or if daughterson marriage, in equal shares. Provision was 
made for the case of there g no child, and the will contained a hotch- 
Ret clause. The testator died in 1849. His pe ym (then Mrs. 

e) made her will on the 15th of August, 1879, and directed that the 
trustees of her father’s will should stand possessed of the £10,000 legacy 
upon trust to divide the same between her three children, the 
defendant Elizabeth Papillon, tiff A. M. Ashton, and Edith 
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(Reported by J. I. Srratine, Barrister-at-Law.) 
Re TURNBULL, TURNBULL ». — Stirling, J. Ist and 27th 


Pouicy or Insurancse—Trust ror Wirz ann Cxtpren—Mops or Par- 
ment—Marniep Women's Prorzrery Act, 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 93), 
s. 10—Marzatrep Women's Prorzrrr Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vier. c. 72), 
ss. 11 anp 22. 


This was a summons a question as to the mode of it of 
price ane comes 3a S effected by a husband for the of 

wife and children 10 of Oe See ene 
Act, 1870, where the husband dies after the commencement of the 


1893, and asked other things) for a declaration that a policy 

the 10th of Ostoken' I see etteceed by Wen, Turnbull, dexonse’, with 

the Prudential = ke now vated in Sa ege seen ee. 

peptide we Meee pry Sperone ge! to receive 
moneys assurance company 

effectual sufficient discharge oe Or in the case that the judge 

shall be of perpen naen di - assurance is not now 

personal 
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= ‘ow 
the court of trustees of the policy moneys, and enacted that the receipt 
such trustees should be a good discharge to the office. Section 22 of 
the Married,Women’s Property Act, 1882, repealed the Act of 1870, subject 
to a proviso that such repeal should not affect any act done or right 
uired while the previous Act was in force. Section 11 of the Act of 
1 provided that a policy of assurance effected by a man on his own 
life and to be for the benefit of his wife and children was to 
create a trust in favour of the objects named, and so long as any object 
of the trust remained unperformed the moneys payable under the policy 
were not to form part of the estate. The section then gave the husband 
power to appoint trustees of the policy, and provided that in default of 
appointment it should vest in his legal personal representatives. It also 
that the receipt of a trustee duly appointed, or in default of 
appointment of the husband's legal personal representatives, should be a 
good discharge to the office. William Turnbull died in 1897, and the 
question now arose as to the mode in which the moneys secured by the 
policy were payable. 3 
Srre1riwe, J.—The question is whether the provisions of the Married 
Women’s Property Act, 1882, apply so that the money assured by the 
J oman Bp be paid to the ene personal representatives of William 
or whether a trustee must be sguetated under section 10 of the 
Act of 1870. The effect of that section —— to me to be that under no 
circumstances is the policy to be under the control of the husbend or to 
form part of his estate. The husband could not appoint a trustee of the 
policy, nor could such a trustee if appointed have any control over the 
policy. The rights therefore of the cestwis que trust under the policy are 
that they are entirely emancipated from any control over the policy 
moneys on the part of the husband. Then we come to section 11 of the 
Act of 1882. That section is different. It confers a new right on the 
sesuror, and then provides that a policy on being effected should vest. 
Section 22 repeals the Act of 1870, but saves existing rights. Looking 
at the question apart from authority, Ihave come to the conclusion that 
eection 11 does not apply for two reasons: the first is, that the language 
of the Act points to the future and is therefore inapplicable to a policy 
effected before the commencement of the Act. Secondly, I think that to 
hold that section 11 applies would be to hold that the rights acquired 
while the Act of 1870 was in force were affected by the Act of 1882 
contrary to the express provisions of section 22. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that the cestuis que trust have a right to the policy in exclusion of the 
husband or any person claiming through him. I think the conclusion 
at which I have arrived is in accordance with the decision of Chitty, J., 
in Re Adam’s Policy Trusts (31 W. R. 810, 25 Ch. D. 525). Ido not think 
the views of Pearson, J., in Re Sontar’s Policy Trusts (32 W.R. 701, 
26 Ch. D. 236) amount to more than an expression of doubt, and that 
case does not appear to me to be really a decision on the point. For 
these reasons I think that a trustee must be appointed under the Act of 
1870.—CounseL, Ingle Joyce; P. Gregory. Soxicrrors (for all parties), 
Roweliffes, Rawle, § Co. 
[Reported by J. 1. Stiauine, Barrister-at-Law. | 





be used for other premises. This drain was found to be badly made, and 


it became a nuisance. The respondents contended that the drain 

at the back of the houses, Nos. 21 to 40, Cromwell-street, was a private 
drain under the definition contained in sub-section 3 of section 19 of the 
Public Health Act, 1890, and that this drain was a nuisance and injurious 
to health, and that therefore under section 41 of the Public Act, 1875, the 
oo was bound to abate the nuisance. The appellant contended 
that the drain was a drain into which two or more houses belonging to 
that therefore it came er the 
The justices found 
ion 4 of the Act of 


different owners were drained, and 
definition of ‘* sewer”’ in section 4 of the Act of 1875. 
in 


as facts that the a t was the o 
1815 5 that the irate was ¢ Oran toe by two or 


Giterent owners that It was a or the pectonies houges, Nos. 2 
to40, Cromwell-street, and for no r s, and that it was nota 
ed; and that the drain 


general drain into which any houses co’ 
Was a nuisance and injurious to health. Upon these facts the justices 
decided that the drain was a private drain within sub-section 3 of section 19 
of the Public Health Act, 1890, and that the respondents had a right to 
proceed under section 41 of the Act of 1875. The justices therefore 
ordered the appellant to abate nuisance and pay the costs. The question 
for the court to decide was whether they were right in deciding that the 
drain was a private drain under sub-section 3 of section 19 of the Public 
Health Act, 1890. For the appellant it was now contended that under 
the Act of 1875 there could have been no doubt that this drain wasa 
sewer and that the liability to repair the same would have been in the 
local authority, and that this general liability was not taken away by 
section 19 of the Act of 1890, and that this was not a “single private 
drain ”’ within the meaning of section 19; and the following cases were 
referred to: Self v. Hove Commissioners (43 W. R. 300; 1895, 1 Q. B. 685), 
Hill v. Hair (43 W. R. 651; 1895, 1 Q. B. 906), Mayor of Eastbourne y. 
Bradford (45 W. R. 31; 1896, 2 Q. B. 205), and Reg. v. Mayor of Hastings 
(45 W. R. 109; 1897, 1 Q. B. 46), and the case of Hill v. Hair was relied 
upon. 
Tue Court (Cavg and Ripiey, JJ.), without calling upon the respon- 
dents, upheld the decision of the justices, and dismissed the appeal. 
Cave, J.—This is a very clear case. By the Public Health Acts, 1848 
and 1875, a sewer was defined to be a drain used for the drainage of one 
building only, and it was found that within the language of the Act of 
1875 a drain two or more buildings became a sewer, and conse- 
quently as such became vested in the local authority. This was found to 
create the difficulty that if a person built two or more houses on his own 
land and drained them by ‘a dri 3 a Be 
bility to repat i 
cu! was go 
d ining how Sos W. 
came out into pu 
















6 y, where houses belonging to different 
owners were drained into the same drain by which they comm 

into a publicsewer, To meet this difficulty section 19 of the Act of 1890 
was passed, which enacted that ‘‘ where two or more houser belonging to 
different owners are co with a public sewer by a single private 








High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


SEAL (Appellant) ». THE MERTHYR TYDFIL URBAN DISTRICT { 
COUNCIL (Respondents). 10th July. 


Pustrc Heattu—Drarn ox Sewer—Drarn Dratyinc Hovses BELoncine 10 
Dirrerent Owners—Dratn Constauctsp on Private Prorerry— 
** Prrvats Draw ’’—Wuar ts—Pvustic Heattn Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. 
c. 55), s. 41—Puntic Heartu Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 59), s. 19. 


Case stated by the court of summary jurisdiction sitting at Merthyr 
Tydfil, in the county of Glamorgan. The appellant was summoned by the 
pe gee ge for that he, being the owner of certain premises, Nos. 23, 30 
to 36, and 38, Cromwell-street, Methyr Tydfil, upon which a nuisance 
existed, had not abated the nuisance after notice served upon him todo 
so. The proceedings were taken under section 41 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, as extended by section 19 of the Public Health Act, 1890. 
Section 41 of the Act of 1875 prcvides that if any drain, &c., is found to 
be a nuisance or injurious to health the local authority may give the owner 
or notice to do the necessary works to abate the nuisance, and if 
the is not complied with the person to whom itis given shall be liable 
re &c. Then the Public Health Act, 1890 (which had been adopted 
by respondents), provides in section 19: (1) ‘‘ Where two or more 
how belonging to different owners are connected with a public sewer 
& single private drain an application may be made under section 41 of 
he blic Health Act, 1875, and the local authority may recover any 
expenses incurred by them in executingany works under the powers con- 
ferred on them by that section from the owners of the houses,” &c. (3) 
“* For the ses of this section the expression ‘ drain’ includes a drain 
used for the drainage of more than one building.’’ The facts were as 
follows: At Merthyr Tydfil, within the district of the respondents, a large 
number of houres had been erected by the Tydfil’s Well Building Club, of 
which the appellant is the secretary and receiver of the rents, upon both 
sides of a new street called Cromwell-street. The houses on the south 
tide of this street were numbered 21 to 40. A drain was made by the 
ob es he back of the houses through the gardens, 

jo @ sewer cil, which 

bad been brought by the council within 100ft. of the houses as 
’ required by the Act. A connection from each house with the drain at the 
back was made by a branch drain from the cloeets and slop gratings. This 
drain commenced at the back of No. 40 and extended from that point at 
’ @he back of the houses until it reached the council’ s sewer, and could not 











to apply to a drain constructed on 


section 3 says that for the p of the section ‘‘ drain ’’ includes a 
‘drain used for the drainage of more than one building.’’ What isa 
‘* private drain” within the meaning ¢ this section? It appedrs to me 
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drain which is private and constructed on private land, on land which 

is not open to the public. I think, so far as Hill v. Hair is concerned, 

the law was wrongly applied heap The substanti 
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q' on. D he j 
quite right in their détision, as they found as a fact that the drain was 
drain for these particular houses and for no otber premises.—CovunssL, 
Maemorran, Q.C., and Plews; Brynmor Jones, Q.C., and S. 7. Evans. 
Souicrrors, Morgan § Upjohn, for John Vaughan § Son, Merthyr Tydfil; 
Schultz § Son, for G. C. James, Merthyr Tydfil. 

[Reported by Sir Suznston Baxer, Bart., Barrister-at-Law.1| 


BRICKWOOD & CO. (Appellants) v. REYNOLDS (Surveyor of Taxes) 
(Respondent). Div. Court. 26th July. 
Revenve—Income Tax—Travs Prorrrs—Depvucrions—Brewery ComPany 
—Rerairs or Trep Hovszs. 


Case stated by the Commissioners of Inland Revenue. The appellants, 


a brewery company, appealed against an assessment of £20,973 made on — 
7 Vict. c. 34, s. 2, Schedule D, in respect of their trade 


them under 16 & 17 
pate, and claimed to have the assessment reduced by £1,492, being the 
lance of a sum of £2,496 expended by them on the repair of certain tied 
houses, of which they were the owners, after deducting £1,004, being one- 
sixth of the annual value cf the houses, under Schedule A. The case 
stated that the houses were let by the ap ts to tenants under written 
agreements, one of the terms thereof being that such tenants should bu 
from the appellants all the ale, beer, and other articles to be sold in s 
houses which the appellants might from time to time manufacture or sell. 


The profits of the ee have been earned by manufacturing ale, bey 2 


and other articles an: them to private individuals, to the owners 
Pl ae ee houses, and to the tenants of their ‘‘tied’’ licensed 
ouses. Suc 


of their goods due to the possession by them of their tied houses and also 
by their having been able to obtain, and having, in fact, obtained for the 
same class of goods, a higher price from the tenants of their ted © 











nnected y 
drain,’’ then section 41 of the Act of 1875 may be put in force, and sub- 








fits have been materially increased by the increased sale a 
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ouses btained obtain from their ' for Mrs. Greig of the trust funds to her under thé 
i be th wi Medi fl corte tied houses were depen Sc oon that the residue of the trust should 
executed by the appellants, both as regards the parts of the houses | be held in trust for the defendant absolutely, to interest 


ueed for trade and the parts used as dwelling apartments, and 
the cost of such repairs ered attributable to revenue was £2,496. 
It was contended on behalf of the appellants (a2) that the purchasing and 
letting of licensed houses was an essential part of their business of 
brewers and maltsters, and alternatively that it was a separate business ; 
(6) that but for such purchasing and letting their profits, as assessed under 
Schedule D, would not and could not have been earned; (c) that the 
repairs in question were a necessary outlay, without which such profits 
could not have been earned, and form a legitimate deduction in arriving 
at the balance of profits in respect of which they are chargeable under 
Schedule D ; and (d) that the tied houses in question were ‘‘ occupied ”’ 
by them for the purpose of their trade, manufacture, adventure, or concern 
in the nature of trade within the meaning of 5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 100, 
First Case, r. 3, and that in this respect there is no distinction between 
guch houses and those licensed houses which, being owned by the 
appellants, are not let to tenants, but are conducted on their behalf by 
their managers or servants. The Commissioners determined that the 
tied houses in question were not ‘‘ occupied’’ by the appellants within 5 
& 6 Vict. c. 35, s. 100, First Case, r. 3, and that the appellants were not 
entitled to the deduction claimed. On the appeal it was argued that the 
facts were distinguishable from those in Watney v. _— (5 Ex. D. 
941), because there the court found that the purchase and letting of the 
tied houses formed no part of the trade ofthe brewery, whereas here the 
contrary was found. Reid’s Brewery Co. v. Male (1891, 2 Q. B. 1) wasalso 
referred to. 

Tuz Court (Potxock, B., and Rivrey, J.) upheld the decision of the 
Commissioners. 

Potzock, B., said that if the matter were res nova he would have desired 
to have a full argument on the points raised, but the facts found, so far 
as material to the question, were substantially the same as those found in 
Watney v. Musgrave, a decision which had never been overridden or 
disputed. The court was not now considering a general principle as to 
what deductions should be allowed for the purpose of income tax in 
arriving at the net profits of mercantile und ; they were merely 
considering the construction of an Act of Parliament. It was admitted 
in Watney v. Musgrave that all the elements existed which brought these 
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which had become subject to the settlement ee eee 
property clause. By deed of the 18th of 
surrendered to the trustees of the settlement her life interest in all 
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premises within Schedule A. But it did not follow that becaure they | that p 


were in Schedule A they were not also in Schedule D. That schedule 
had been held to include real property occupied by the managers or _—- 
of traders for the purposes of their business. But these tenants not 
so occupy. The facts as to the letting of these houses were stated almost 
in the same words as in Watney v. Musgrave; but it was said that the 
statement as to the increase of profits effected by these arrangements took 
the case out of that decision. It was, however, a fallacy totreat this sum 
claimed to be deducted as if it were a trade expense, it being an item 
which formed no part of the manufacture or distribution of the appellants’ 
goods, although, no doubt, it helped to increase their custom. It was 
unneceseary to refer to Reid’s Brewery Co. v. Male, for there the principle of 
Watney v. Musgrave had no application ; the brewers had added to their 
business that of bankers to their customers, and the whole was carried on 
as one business. On ——_ and on authority these expenses ought 
not to be deducted, and judgment must be for the Crown. 

Rivtey, J., said that if the matter were entirely new it would have 
been capable of serious argument, but he was unable to see any distinction 
between Watney v. Musgrave and the present case. Judgment for the 
Crown.—CounszL, Lawson Walton, Q.C., and Muir; Sir R. E. Webster, 
A.G., and Danckwerts. Soricrrors, Godden, Son, § Holme ; The Solicitor of 
Inland Revenue. 


[Reported by T. R. C. Dit, Barrister-at-Law.] 


THE ATTORNEY-GENEKAL v. BEECH. Div. Court. 28th July. 


Reventr—Estate Duty—Prorgrty Passtinc on DsgatH—SuRRENDER OF 
Live Inrergst TO REMAINDERMAN—FinaNce Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vicr. 
c. 30), s. 2 (1) (4). 

The question was whether estate duty was payable upon the death of 
Mrs. Eliza Beech on the principal value of the trust property dealt with 
by the instruments following. The settlement executed in contemplation 
of the marriage of Mrs. Beech on the 13th of July, 1852, contained a 
clause (in the usual form) providing for the settlement of the after- 
acquired property of Mrs. Beech upon the trusts therein declared, which 
were, in effect, to pay the income of the settled property during the joint 
lives of Mrs. Beech and her husband to Mrs. Beech for her use 
without power of anticipation, and if Mrs. Beech should survive her 
husband (which event happened) to pay the income to Mrs. Beech and 
her assigns during her life, she main and educating the present 
children of the husband and also her children by him during their minori- 
ties, and after the decease of Mra. Beech as to both tal and income 
upon trust for the present children of the husband their issue and 

children or more remote issue of the — or for one or more 
of such children and issue as (in the events which hap ) Mrs. Beech 
after the death of her husband should by deed or will t, and in 
default of appointment upon trust for the then present c of the 
husband and the children of the marriage on ateakaing the age of twenty- 
one or marrying in equal shares. Certain p acq +, 

Beech became subject to the settlement. The h died in 1885 leaving 

two childron of the marriage, Mrs. Greig and the defendant Howard Beech. 

By adeed of appointment of the 21st of December, 1886, from which it 

peared that certain sums had been raised out of the settled and 

to Mrs. Greig, Mrs. Beech appoiuted that those sums in 





what they were in effect asked 


be for the Crown. 
Ruviey, J., said that section 2 of the Act was intended to include 
oye Ans woe read Sisene (3 if the ues ¢ ey 
- It was to as 
there included was “ in which Gchustes other 
at the time of the death had an interest ceasing on the ,” or as 
**any other person ”’ meant ‘‘ other person except the remainderman.”” 


S.G., Sir Robert Reid, Q.C., and Vaughan Hawkins; Lovett, 
Spence. Soxicrrors, The Solicitor of Inland Revenue ; 
[Reported by T. R. C. Dirt, Barrister-at-Law.] 


KERR v. KERE. Div. Court 14th May, 2let July. 


Bankrurtcy—Proor—Drvornce—Orper ror Manrenance—Anrrzans Drs 
at Dares or Recervinc Orpen not Provastze mw Banxrvurrcy--29 
Vicr. c. 32, s. 1. 

This was an appeal by W. H. Kerr against an order of Judge Lumley 

Smith disch: A of the registrar, an order of com- 

payable by a 


It 


Fl 
| 
g 
! 
E 


+> : and chee kel the 
comm 
stay. W. Ht Kerr : 
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arvears. That was a judgment on the question of proof of debt for a 
sum payable under section 1 of 29 Vict. c. 32, qué alimony under a judi- 
cial ; and Watkins v. Watkins (44 W. R. 677; 1896, P. 222) 
shews it makes no difference if the sum is a periodical sum payable 
qué maintenance to a divorced wife. The only question, therefore, in this 
whether the decision in Linton v. Linton applies to arrears payable 
of the receiving order. The considerations which led the 
of to hold that there could be no proof for arrears which 
become due since the receiving order seem to have been that the sum pay- 
was not a lump sum, but a payment to be made monthly or weekly ; 
the sum was payable out of personal earnings ; that that which would 
to his wife would take nothing from the creditors; and that the pay- 
its could not be valued or have a capital value put upon them, because 
ts might at any time be put an end to by resumption of 
These considerations, except the last, all apply to perma- 
nent maintenance under this Act. The last consideration—viz., the 
impossibility of valuation—also, in our gotgeent, applies, although the 
is based on different facts in the case of permanent main- 

tenance for a divorced woman .to those on which it is based in case of per- 
manent alimony for a judicially-separated wife. Resumption of cohabi- 
between man and wife is no longer possible after divorce. The 
longer stand in that relation; but the uncertainty as to 
of the obligation to make the payment exists, and 
only as to future payments, but also as to arrears, for 
Divorce Court can, and will, wholly or partially, relieve a hus- 
from payment of arrears if it is just to do so: De Blaquiere v. 
Blaquiere (3 Hagg. 322) and Prescott v. Prescott (20 L. ‘T. 331). 
very terms of eection 1 of ‘29 Vict. c. 32, moreover, shew 
the has this power. Then, further than this, section 37, sub- 
the ptcy Act, 1883, shows that a debt is equally 
whether the obligation arose before the receiving order or after 
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for the proposition that so far as permanent alimony 
be no proof for arrears urising between receiving order and 
te prove; and it is equally an authority in the case of arrears 
ore the order, unless there is something in the nature of arrears 
ore receiving order which make it possible in such a case to 
estimate which the court held in Linton v. Linton could not be 
~~ e- the subsequent arrears. But it is to be observed that 
in Li . Lt it was in of arrears, and notin respect of future 
liabilities, that it was said that an order could be made on a judgment 
summons on the ground that there could be no proof. The Court of 
in Watkins v. Watkins do not suggest that anything in Hardy v. 
ii (37 W. R. 177, 13 App. Cas. 351) has overruled Linton v. Linton 
Hawkins, Ex parte Hawkins, and I am of opinion that the value of 
lability, the continuance and extent of enforcement of which, both as 
and future, is.as entirely under the control of the court 
original order for payment as this is, as these orders for 
permanent maintenance are, and is and ought to be held 
fairly estimated. 
J., , said: If liberty of the person were not in 
should not have thought it necessary to express the doubt 
entertain. But, as the matter stands, I think it right to say that 
this case is governed by Hardy v. Fothergill, and we ought 
arrears of alimony accrued due and payable before the 
order are provable in the bankruptcy, unless the court has 
them incapable of valuation. Appeal dismissed.—Counss1, 
Powles ; Montague Lush. Soxtcrtors, H. Westbury Preston ; James Hughes. 


{Reported by E. G. Sr1tuwett, Barrister-at-Law. | 
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WOOD v. MAYOR, &c., OF WIDNES, Div, Court. 24th July. 


Loca Government—Pcniic Heatro—Onper to Sunsrirurs Warer- 
CLoseT ror Patvy — Particutar Kinp or Warer-cioset SpEcirigp — 
Pususc Heauru Act, 1875, s. 36. 


This was a special case stated by justices of Lancashire. At a petty 
sezsional court at Widnes a complaint was preferred against the appellant 
under section 36 of the Public Health Act, 1875, c payment of the 
first it of certain private improvement expenses in respect of slop 
water-closets fixed at 52 to 68, Terrace-road, Widnes, of which houses the 
appellant was the owner. The justices adj that the respondents do 
recover the amount claimed. On the 12th of February, 1895, the n- 
dents, who were the urban sanitary authority of the borough of nes, 
confirmed the following resolution of the th committee: ‘‘ That in all 
future cases of nuisances req the reconstruction of privies and ash- 
pits the local authority of this borough do as far as practicable order that 
such privies and ashpits be converted into the waste water-closet system, 
or into such other water-closet system as the local authority may from 
to time approve, and that the highway committee be requested to 
take such s for the adoption of the first-named system generally 
throughout borough.”” In April, 1895, the borough surveyor and the 
inspector of nuisances reported to the respondents that upwards of 300 
houses in the borough, including the appellant’s houses, Nos. 52 to 68, 
‘Terrace-road, were respectively without a sufficient water-closet, earth- 
closet, or privy, and an ashpit furnished with proper doors and —_- 
On the of April the respondents confirmed a resolution of the health 
committee ‘‘ That the local authority do by written notice require the 
owner or occupier of each of the eaid houses . . . to provide a 
sufficient privy and asbpit furnished as aforesaid upon the waste water- 
closet approved by the corporation.’’ Notice in the terms of this 

a served the appellant, and, the notice not 


: 


H 


was y upon 
having been complied with, the respondents did the work and instituted 
these proceedings to recover the expenses incurred im so doing. The 


time before discharge. It follows that Linton v. Linton is an | P 





Public Health Act, 1875, s. 36, provides that, ‘‘If a house within the 
district of a local authority appears 
their surveyor or inspector of nuisances to be without a sufficient 
closet, earth-closet, or privy, aud an ashpit furnished with 


and coverings, the local authority shall by written notice require the owner _ 


or occupier of the house . . . to provide a sufficient water-clossé, 
earth-closet, or privy, and an ashpit furnished as aforesaid, or either of 
them as the case may uire.’’ It was contended for the appellant that 
the resolution of the 12th of February and the subsequent proceedings 
were invalid because the appellant was required to put ina 
kind of water-closet. It was contended for the respondents that if the 
appellant objected to the notice his proper remedy was to appeal to the 
Local Government Board under section 268 of the Public Health Act, 
1875. The following cases were cited in the course of the arguments: 8, 
Luke's Vestry v. Lewis (1B. & 8. 865), Hargreaves v. Taylor (3 B. & 8. 613), 
Bz parte Whitchurch (6 Q. B. D. 545), Bogle v. Sherborne Local Board (46 
J. P. 675), Tinkler v. Wandsworth Board of Works (2 De G. & J. 261), and 
Vestry of St. James v. Feary (24 Q. B. D. 703). 

Tue Covrr (Lawrance and Rivtsy, JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Lawrance, J., after ref to the facts as stated in the case and to 
section 36 of the Public Health Act, 1875, said that in his opinion the 
local authority were not entitled to lay down a general rule that in ev 
case a privy must be converted into a ular kind of water-closet — viz., 
a waste water-closet. The local authority were bound to inquire into the 
particular requirements of each house, and, although it was not disputed 
that they might require a water-closet to be substituted for a privy, the 
house owner could only be compelled under section 36 to put ns 
** sufficient’’ water-closet. The local authority could not say that one 
particular kind of water-closet and no other should be used. In his lord- 
ship’s opinion the resolution of the 12th of February and the subsequent 

were invalid. 

Ruvxey, J., concurred. \Ap allowed.—Counszi, C. A. Russell, Q.C., 
and Rycroft ; McCall, Q.C., and Bonsey. Soxtcrrors, 4. Grundy, Son, ¢ C., 
Manchester Sharpe, Parkers, Pritchard, § Barham, for Oppenheim, Town 

erk, > 

[Reported by F. O. Rosixsox, Barrister-at-Law.} 








LAW SOCIETIES. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
VICTORIA. PENSION FUND. 





£84 
Amount acknowledged last week . . . 7,737 40 
Jas. Marks, Llandudno, per H. J. Birch, Chester - . 1a 
W. Scott Fox, 13, St Mary’s-square, Paddington, W. . . & aa 
Shepheards & Bird, 23, Young-street, Kensington High- 
W. Slater’ eo place, Loughborough . . . . iis 
8 i tory - " roug ‘ ° 
R. Ellis Cunliffe, 100, Frdnse-guedienseaen, W.. 220 
£7,751 18 @ 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Pre.imi~any Examination. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 7th and 8th of 
July, 1897. 


Alcock, Crosby Walter Edwards, Arthur Gwyn 
Aylett, Frederick Ellis, Hubert Edward 
er, Arthur Russell Fisher, Arthur Samuel 
Bates, George Robert Francis Fisher, William Kenneth Campbell 
, Edmund John Richard Fishwick, Sydney 
Percival Francis Ford, Paul 
Black, Alexander Forman, Archibald Claude 


Blick, Robert , William Thomas 

Bond, Harold Thomas Hearne Gibbs, Percy Rawle 

Booth, Alan Foster Greene, Kenneth Wollaston 
Bottomley, Ernest Eli Mortimer Grice-Hutchinson, George William 
Brewis, a Harris, George Grinling 

Brown, W: \denie Heliyer’ a 

Brown, ar, eric Herbert 
Buttle, Francis Hill, George ame 

Cain, Charles Andrew H ton, Charles Glai:by 


Carter, Thomas Healey Hunton Hughes, John Gwilym 


Clementson, George Hunton, William 
Coke, h Rigby Jackson, Alan Oliver 

y; a8 Jesson, John Fisher 
Cooper, Edward Ernest Conrad Johnson, Harold Charles 
Cragg, on King, Thomas Freeman 
Dart, , Alan 
Davies, John a Stephens Lewis, ne ee = 
Dickson, Gerald Hector Lewis, y Ajax 

, Arnold Moreh, Ghavioe enry 
Edgelow, Frederick Holcombe Mercer, William Guy 


: jaly 31, 1897. B.: 
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Beynclde, Walter Herbert 
Richardson, John Houison 


ena Tomlinson 

id, Walter Alfred 
Salmon, Edward He Hardwick Wayte, Adrian Barclay 
Sanderson, W 


Harry H hittuck, Francis 
Schnadhorst, Frank Gladstone Willceck, Harold Percy 
Scott, Matthew William Willis, Gilbert Gordon 


Shepherd, Reginald Andrew 





Honours Examination.—June, 1897. 


At the examination for honours of candidates for admission on the roll 
of solicitors of the Supreme Court, the Examination Oommittee recom- 
mended the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


Frast Oxass. 
[In Order of Merit.] 

Sypnay Cuargtzs Mennazux, LL.B., who served his articles with Mr. 
Isidore James Oarter, of Torquay. 

Cuartes Vesey Hives, B.A., who served his articles with Messrs. 
Darley & Cumberland, of London. 

Cuantes Tuomas Groce Francis Putturres, who served his articles 
with Mr. Thomas Trimnell, of London. 

Prrcy James Taytor, who served his artidles with Messrs. J. B. Wilson, 
Dean, & McMaster, of: Liverpool. 

Percy Wi11AM Morris, who served his articles with Mr. John 
Frederick Miller, of London. 


rder. 
William Bennett, who served his articles with Mr. Edward Archdale 
Ffooks, of Sherborne ; and Messrs. Robins, Hay, Waters, & Hay, of 
London. 


Francis Rattray Bergh, who eerved his articles with Messrs. Oldfield, 
Bartram, & Oldfield, London 

John William Occ, who Ae his. articles with Mr. yo gees 
Osborne, of Shifnal ; and Mesars. Smith, Fawdon, & Low, of 

James Thomas Joseph Daly, who served his articles with Mr. John 
en een Dickinson, & Hill, of 
Liv 

ee John Davies, who served his articles with Mr. Richard Roberts, 
of Pwllheli. 

Percy Hibbert, who served his articles bw Sn Mr. John Dendy, of the 
firm of Messrs. Dendy & Paterson, of 

Rebert Redfern Lechmere James, who served P ite articles with the late 
Mr. John Wilson Fardell and Mr. John Fardell, both of Ryde; and Mr. 


Philip Jose ee 1 of London. 

Hugh A erriman, LL.B., who served his articles with Mr. 
John Fr Burrow Gregory, of the firm of Messrs. Rowcliffes, Rawle, & 
Co., 0 ni 

George Mathew Guy Mitchell, who served his articles with Mr. Henry 
Charles Clarke, of Shrewsbury ; “and Mesaers. Woodcock, Ryland, & Parker, 
of London. 

Frank William Taylor, who served his articles with Mr. Frank Taylor, 
of Barrow-in- Furness. 

Frank Varley, LL.B., who served his articles with Mr. William Simp- 

son Hannam, of the firm of Messrs. North & Sons, of Leeds; and Messrs. 
Vincent & Vincent, of London. 

ee a! inane B.A., who served his articles-with Mr. William 
Godden, LL.B., of London. 

Arthur Gregory Whitting, B.A., who served his articles with Messrs. 
Rowcliffe, Rawle, Johnstone, & Co., of London. 

Benjamin Arthur Wightman, B. a Lu.B., who served his articles with 
Messrs. Broomhead, Wightman, & Moore, of Sheffield; Messrs. King, 
Wigg, & Co., of London. 


Turmp Crass. 
[Im Alphabetical Order. ] 
John Murray Aynsley, who served his articles with Mr. Frederick 
Walter Dendy, of Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Percy Berkeley Culcott, who served his articles with Mr. George 
Lancelot Berkeley Calcott, of London. 
Osbert Arthur Cayley, who served his articles with Mr. Alfred Kipling 
Common and Mr. Arthur Oayley, both of London. 
Arthur Burton Chambers, who served his articles with Mr. Harry 
Walker Chambers, of the firm of Mesers. Chambers & Son, of Sheffield. 
Frederick Septimus Clay, who served his articles with Mr. John Henry 
Bland, of Nuneaton, Warwickshire. 
Robert Crop FRG, Se eR, Oe - e 
Ashford, of Lo 
Rensy Boule Dery. who served his articles with Mr. William Henry 
aT s of Cholwell, near Bristol; and Meesre, Rowcliffes, Rawle, & Co., 


“Charlee Ariel Evill, who served his articles wish Mr. James Fotergi | 


Evans, of Chepstow ; and Messrs. Gamlen & Burdett, of London. 
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ames Megoran Simmons, Walter Daniel Wymark Harold Fairbrother, who served his articles with Mr. Frederic Arthur 
Mitt dimwed Basoabe Slater, John Cyrus Horridge, of Bolton.” 
= James Wilson Smith, William Francis na ta ee William Edward 
1) 
Nantes, Leslie William Gerald Taylor, Arthur Robert Philip Raynsford aN aye Ans GRP served, bin catiaten me, Mee. 
Newton, Wilfrid Maister ompson, William Ralph William Onslow Times, ont Sen ae 
Pearce, Mayburne McGregor Ticehurst, Papquharcon Clarence Cecil Lucas, sane his articles with Mr. Herbert Hughes, 
Raban, Harry Priaulx Timmins, James lor Seen Ss aan, Re Da ge 5 ph Bag ot Sheffield ; and Messrs. 


, Wadbam, & Bradbury, of Lond 
Oinecld _Mellquhuae’” he tried. ie anibiide with De. ee 
J of Gloucester ; ant ee ee ee & Co., of London. 
ugh Marley, who served hia articles with Messrs. Morgan, Price, & 


William "Rutley Mowll, who served his articles with Mr. Worsfold 
Mowll, of the firm of Messrs. Mowll & Mowill, of Dover. 

John Northmore, who served his articles with Mr. Francis W: of 
yp Regge fang , Alsop, & Woollcombe, of N. 

& Oo, Abbot and ar Wan Mp, te thn Some, ene, Magia, osetale, 

o 

Henry Arthur Payne, B.A , we coreel Nis ceaene aR ie, Setar 
Davenport, of the firm of Mesers. Ounliffes & Davenport, of London. 
cog Reg ot who served his articles with Messrs. 


j a, Ghee eabved Me iaelen 0th: ie. Maney 


singe Tel whe tetped bis articles with Mr. Joseph Denison, 
of Newcastle-on- 4 ‘ 
David Smith, who served bis articles with Mr. James Smith, of Burnley: 
Leonard William Smith, B.A., who eerved his articles with Mr. William 


meee Sees 08 Battle. 
illiam Wat: who served his articles with Mr. George 
William Batley, of of Eccles.” 

William Alexander Wilkinson, who served his articles with Mr. Charles 


H 

Henry Percival Williams, who sorved his articles with the late Mr. 
William Robert Williams; and Mr. Frances John Gamlin, both of Rhyl. 

The Council of the Law Society have aocordinglg given 
class certificates and arardod the following pao of bots 

To Mr. Menneer—Prize of the H of Clement’s-inn— 
value about £10; the Daniel Reardon prize—value t 20 guiness ; and 
“The John Mackrell **-—value about £12. 

oe Honourable Society of Clifford,inn— 
value } 
a toe oe prize of the Henourable Society of New-inn— 

ue 

a Taylor and Mr. Morris—Prizes of the Incorporated Law Society 
—value 5 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the second 
and third classes. 


Augustu 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 


THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 AND 1890, AND 
THE BANKRUPTCY RULES, 1886 AND 190, 
PURSUANT to Clause 2 of Rale 5 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 
1890, the Board of Trade hereby substitute the Forms set out at the foot 
hereof in lieu of the existing “Forms Nos. “3,” © 5,” and “6,” in the 
Appendix to the Deed of Arrangement Rules, 1890, and henceforth the 
a ee ae Forms Noe. «3,7 45" and “6,” in the said 


Appendix. 
ated this 15th day of July, 1897. 


John § perry eer et errs 
behslf by the President of the Board of 


No. 3.—AFFIDAVIT VERIFYING pea ACCOUNT. 


pampeieed ts Cnt 





En the enti of 5 De ee Oe day of 
189 , and registered the ~ of 189 
between A. B. as debtor and Gt as trustee. . ; 
I, G.H., of the trustee of the estate comprised in the above- 
mentioned deed, make oath and say : 


That *the account hereunto annexed marked B contains a full end true account 
gee — sep at 
the day of 189 , tothe ~ a 
189 ee emt gory 
by my order or for m use during such period, received or 
on account of the said estate *other than and except the items 
in the said account. 
Degen oh; Se, } 


No. 5.—Last or Divipsnps on Composrrioy, 





In the matter of a Deed of Arrangement dated the day of 
18 , and the of m4 — 
"Sade cae day ween 
I hereby certify ee ye in the 
pound has been paid in the above in 2B at the onties whose 


names are set forth below are entitled to the amounts set opposite their 








* Nors.—If no receipts or payments, strike out the words in italics, 
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ive names in the columns headed “‘ Amount of Dividend (or Com 
» and I further certify that. the column headed “ Unpaid” contains 
a true and complete list of all unpaid dividends or compositions. 


pine aeons iin 





Trustee. 
: Dated the day of 189 . 
f To the Board of Trade. 
4 : ——___—— 
| | Amount of Dividend 
| | (or Composition). 
Surname. |} Christian Name. Amount of Scoiad bite eps 
| Paid, Unpaid. 








| a5 
' | 
| | 
j } 
| ' 


oe 





No. 6.—Arriavir vertryinc Trausrer’s Frvat Account. 


In the Matter of a Deed of Arrangement, dated the day of 

18 andregisteredthe day 18 . P 
Between as debtor, and as trustee. 

of the Trustee appointed under the terms of the 
above-mentioned deed [or the person distributing the composition 
herein], make oath and say :— 

1. That *the account hereunto annexed marked B contains a full and true 
account of my receipts and payments on account of the estate comprised 
in the said deed, from the day of 189 tothe day 
of 189 inclusive, *and that I have not, nor has any 
person by my order or for my use during such period, received or 
paid any moneys on account of the said estate, *other than and 
except the items mentioned and specified in the said account. 

2.t That all the property assigned under the deed, or so much thereof 
as can probably be realised, has been realised, and distributed accor- 
dingly to the terms of the deed, and that a dividend (or dividends) 
of in the £ has been paid as shown in the list hereunto 
annexed, marked C, or . 

2.4 That the composition proposed under the deed has been fully 
received and xistri ibuted as far as possible, as shown in the list 
hereunto annexed, marked C. 

Sworn at in the county of this day of 
18 . Before me a Commissioner to administer Oaths in 
the Supreme Court of Judicature in England, 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 

Mr. Franx Barsex Waicurson, of the firm of Messrs. Roberts & 
Wrightson, solicitors, of Portland House, Basinghall-street, E.C., 1, 
Warwick-street, Regent-street, W., and Chingford, Essex, has been 
appointed a Commissioner for Oaths. 

Mr. Cuanzes Fer1x Patmer, barrister, has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister on the North-Eastern Circuit. 

Mr. Ruporrx Hernrrms Srzanman, barrister, has been appointed a 
Revising Barrister on the Oxford Circuit. 





INFORMATION WANTED, 


Mus. Mary Tuackweri, deceased.—Any person having the will, or a 
draft or Ae the will of, or any securities or other papers belonging 
to, Mary kwell, the widow of William Thackwell, Esquire, Surgeon, 
who practised at Evesham, Worcestershire, and Winchcombe, Gloucester- 
shire, is requested to communicate at once with C. A. G. Hayward, 
Esquire, solicitor, Honiton, Devon, or E. F. Paull, Esquire, solicitor, 
Taunton. Deceased resided successively at Bath, Malvern, and Chelten- 





GENERAL. 


On Wednesday Mr. Justice Kennedy was unable, owing to illness, to sit 
it the Nist Prius Court at the Liverpool Assizes, and Mr. McCall, Q.C., 
ok his place. Mr. Justice Kennedy’s illness is stated not to be serious. 


i It is stated that Mr. Beale, solicitor (Beale & Co.), a member of the 
4 Birmingham City Council, has accepted an invitation, signed by nearly all 
; the members of the council, that he should be Lord Mayor of Birmingham 
id for the ensuing year. 

A silver salver, weighing 140oz., was last. week presented at the Examina- 
tion Rooms of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, to Mr. W. H. 
Cousins, O.B., late Secretary to the Board of Inland Revenue, which office 
f he had held for nearly thirteen years. The presentation was made on 
F behalf of nearly 400 London solicitors, as‘a token of their appreciation of 
i his courtesy in his dealings with them during his official career. Mr. G. H. 

Bower presided, the presentation being made by Mr. W. J. D. Andrew. 


i On Tuesday, in the House of Commons, Lord Stanley of Alderley asked 
hor Majesty’s Government whether they would return the duties levied on 


ibe eich actendien 


B ® If no receipts or pa: ts, strike out the words in italics, 





childless widows on their own moneys during 1894 and 1895, seeing that, 
by the amendment in this respect enacted in 1896, the Government had 
admitted that the levying of these duties in 1894 and 1895 was due to an 
unjust misinterpretation of Sir William MHarcourt’s Act, and that, 
therefore, such return became obligatory on Her Majesty’s Govern- 
ment and would form no precedent in the case of future remission 
of taxation, which might be excessive without being unjust. The 
Lord Chancellor observed that he could not give an answer beyond 
this—that any application of the sort would, no doubt, be generously 
attended to by the Chancellor of the Exchequer for the time being. In that 
House it would be inappropriate to say anything on the subject further than 
that the Treasury were always extremely generous and considerate in every 
application that was made to them, 


On the 23rd inst., in the House of Commons, in answer to Mr. Hardy, the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer said: Complaint was ;made that last year in 
many cases where parishes had been reassessed for land tax, property was 
assessed which never paid land tax fora great number of years past, 
and therefore the Board of Inland Revenue, on my instructions, issued a 
circular to Land Tax Commissioners, (who are solely responsible for the 
making of land tax assessments, pointing out the necessity for great 
care in bringing into a properties which have never before been 
charged with land tax, and suggesting that the fact that no land tax 
had for many years been charged on a particular property might 
reasonably be regarded as presumptive evidence that the property at one 
time formed part of an estate in respect of which the owner had redeemed 
the tax, and instructions to this effect have been given to the local assessors. 
I cannot go further than this, for I have no right to interfere with the 
discretion of the Land Tax Commissioners in individual cases, and it must 
be remembered that, owing to the incomplete way in which the land tax 
assessments have been kept up in some districts, many properties, which 
ought to have been fully assessed, have in the past esca, their fair share 
of the quota, to the loss of the other land-tax payers in the parish. 








THE LAND TRANSFER BILL, 1897. 


Tue following statement against Part 3 of the Bill has been circulated by 
the Yorkshire law societies established at Leeds, Sheffield, Waketield, 
York, Bradford, Halifax, Huddersfield, Hull, Goole, Dewsbury, and 
Middlesbro’ : 

These societies, which represent the solicitors of Yorkshire, respectfully 
urge your attention to the agg observations on this Bill— 

1. It purports to simplify the title to and cheapen the transfer of land, 
a technical subject with which the only classes (except the judges) who 
are practically acquainted are conveyancing barristers and practising 
solicitors. 

2. It has been stated, in the House of Commons, that the lawyers are in 
favour of the Bill. This isa mistake. The —_ opposition of the 
Incorporated Law Soviety has been withdrawn, but the great majority of 
solicitors throughout the country are still yee dl opposed to it. It is 
feared that if the Bill should pass into law, it be made compulsory in 
the first instance in one of the Ridings of Yorkshire. 

3. The Yorkshire solicitors are strongly opposed to the principle of 
compulsion introduced by Part 3. Many of them are personally interested 
in land, and it is capocialiy from the point of view of the smaller land- 
owners that they object to the Bill. It should be remembered that 
75 per cent. of the sales and mortgages of land are for sums of less than 
£500 


4. Two of the chief arguments used by the supporters of the measure 
are that it will cheapen the transfer of land, and that landowners will by 
means of it obtain absolutely guaranteed titles. The system of registra~ 
tion which it is now sought to make compulsory (with certain amend- 
ments) has been in operation for more than twenty years and has proved 
a failure. 

5. Past ex ce under this system has admittedly proved that the 
registration of an absolute title involves a much greater expense than an 
assurance under the present system, and it will consequently only be in 
rare cases that an absolute title will be registered. In cases where & 
possessory title is tered, the costs of investigating title under the 

resent system will go on for 20, 30, or 40 years, in addition to the 
feos and other costs of registration. 

6. Under the present system a simple sale or mortgage can often be 
carried through in a week or less, at a very small cost, especially when 
the transaction isa small one. The delays and formalities inseparable 
from a Government ay Onaga must apply to land registration and will 
inevitably cause more delay and inconvenience to both solicitor and client 
than are now experienced, including the personal inconvenience and 
—— of a journey of possibly many miles to the nearest land registry 


office. 
7. The establishment of compulsory land registry offices in every 
county would involve a large staff of officials and a corresponding 
charge either on landowners or on the Treasury for ealaries, pensions, &c. 
8. The amendments to the Bill already conceded in favour of 
are a practical admission that the registry as established is not adapted to 
everyday transactions in England. There are many more instances im 
which we believe that the prescribed forms and established routine of the 
office will be found wanting, and we think that further time should be 
given for the discussion of this important matter. 
9. There has been no real demand for the Bill, either from landowners 
or the public at large. They could take advantage of the system of 
registration without compulsion if they wished. If ~~ do not. wish for 
it, ought they to be compelled to adopt it? A late Lord Chancellorin his 
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evidence in favour of a similar Bill admitted that he had not placed his 
own land on the register, and it is well known that several landowners 
who have been induced to do so have bi regretted it. The Bill 
appears to emanate from the present Land ry Office, a Government 
department which carries on its. work at a loss and which wishes to 
obtain an increase of business in order, if possible, to pay its way. Com- 
pulsory registration would doubtless preduce this effect. It does not 
follow that it would secure any advantage either in c mess or speed 
of transfer, especially when the large increase in the work of the office is 
considered. 

10. It ig a remarkable fact that the late Lord Cairns (a Lord Chancellor 
who thoroughly understood conveyancing) was at one time desirous, if 
possible, of introducing a general system of registration of title ; but he 
was forced to the conclusion that the true remedy was to be found in 
simplification of title rather than registration. He therefore introduced 
and secured the pasting of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, and the Settled 
Land Act, 1882—two of the most beneficial enactments of modern days for 
landowners and the public. Their effect has been to simplify title and 
cheapen transfer to an extent scarcely yet appreciated by the public. 

11. There has been no sufficient investigation into the results which 
would be caused by Part 3 of the Bill, and practically no discussion on it in 
its } seme form. The Select Committee of 1895 never finished its labours, 
and a previous commission on the subject in 1878-9 reported — 
the adoption of compulsory registration of title. Part 1of the Billisa 
proposed amendment of the law which, while altering the law of descent, 
practically leaves the more important question of the law of primo- 
geniture untouched. Such questions could be more conveniently dealt 
with in a separate Bill than in one of which the real object is to render 
registration of title compulsory. 

12. The Yorkshire law societies suggest that Part 3, at any rate, of 
Bill should be postponed for this session, with a view to further and 
complete inquiry as to its probable effect, either by another Select 
Committee, or in some other way, and to afford time for further discussion. 


Artur Mrppieton, President, Leeds Law Society. 
Hernert Bramury, President, Sheffield Law Society. 
J. Frepx. Ianson, President. Wakefield Law Society. 
J.T. Arxmson, President, Yorkshire Law Society. 
The Executive Committee of the Yorkshire Law Societies. 
23rd July, 1897. 


The following letter is published by the Pali Mall Gazette :— 


Sm,—The Land Tranefer Bill, as amended by the Standing Committee of 
the House of Commons, will in all probability shortly become law. Without 
questioning the principle of the Bill, may I enter a plea for the further 
consideration of its clauses, merely as a question of draughtsmanship? I 
say, without hesitation, that the Bill abounds in small technical errors, each 
of which will give rise to costly litigation, and nearly all of which could be 
avoided by the exercise of a little technical skill and foresight. I could 
prove this statement at length, but it will be sufficient here to criticise one 
clause of the Bill. Take clause 6, sub-clause (1), which is as follows : 


“Settled land may (at the option of the tenant for life) be registered 


either in the name of the tenant for life, or, where there are trustees with 


powers of sale, in the names of those trustees, or, where there is an over- 
riding power of appointment of the fee simple, in the name of the persons 
in whom that power is vested.”’ 

The expression ‘‘ tenant for life’’ has under sub-clause (10) the same 
meaning as in the Settled Land Acts, 1882 to 1890, but in those Acts there 
is a distinction between a tenant for life proper, a person who has the powers 
of a tenant for life, and.a person who is deemed a tenant for life. Hence 
until a judicial decision is obtained on each of these points it will be im- 
possible to say what the expression means. 

Again, what is the meaning of “ trustees with powers of sale”? It 
certainly does not include, as it should do, all trustees who are trustees of the 
settlement for the purposes of the Settled Land Acts. Moreover, in a modern 
settlement trustees are not given a power of sale, but are simply declared to 
be trustees for the purposes of those Acts. 

The expression ‘‘ where there is an overriding power of appointment of 
the fee simple ” should of course be amended by adding “or other the estate 
or interest the subject of the settlement.’’ A settlement does not always 
include the fee simple. Further, the clauses constituting the real representa- 
tive, however admirable in principle, simply makes chaos of the general law, 

To avoid the hopeless muddle which the Bill if allowed to stand mast 
inevitably give rise to, could it not be laid before one of the conveyancing 
counsel of the court, or some person who is conversant with the principles of 
real rty law, with instructions to resettle it with a view to carrying 
out the. intentions of its framers? 

Judging from the provisions of the Bill, it would seem that the advisers 
of Her Majesty’s Government have been drawn exclusively from the officers 
of the Land Registry and from members of the Common Law Bar. It is 
submitted that it would be as wise to brief a conveyancing counsel at a 
criminal trial.—I am, Sir, yours faithfully, 

Lincoln’s Inn, 22nd July. Harotp W. Manriconxp. 








Pcl g =" maiing ¢ bow ion th Sanitar  Aremmuaneaie Geseahiy 
g or renting a house, bave the itary y 

ed, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs, Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of full 
particulars. (Established 21 years.)—[Apv?.] 
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SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE, 
Rota or Reoisraars m ATTEnpaxce 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
? No. 2. Norra. Srrarixe. 
Monday, August 2 Mr. King Mr. Leach Mr. Godfrey 
ae Beal Rolt 
King Beal Rolt 
Farmer Beal Rolt 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justices 
Kexewion. Romer. Braxx, 
2 Mr. Carrington Mr, Ward Mr. La 
ie : Jackson Nae Posh 
8 Jeakeon Pemberton Pugh 
ne Carrington Ward Lavie 
we Jackson Pemberton Pugh 
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lady aged ‘60; also Reversion to 11 and D 
ogy a A 
POLICIES _— 
For £2,000, £2, £1,000, £1, £1,000, £1, £700, £500, £400, £250, and £1 
7 in Clase athens: Solisitece Boece G in oS Te he. 
yy ey Messrs. Dowson, & aeons, ame. 
akenid, Even. Rows, Caatant, Boyden, & Beeent, Messrs. 
. epee & See London. 


In Eleotzo-Chemica} Co $00, ordinary £5 shares and 60 £5 preference, (See 


advetisements, this week, back page. 


WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gasette,—Faivay, July 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Lacrep m CHanozny. 


Arrow Proprietary Gop Mixes (W A), are required, on or before 
Saturda: » Kops 36, to cent oe names particulars their 

B ma Exp: Loarrep x oi juired, ss x 
RITISH AUSTRALIAN LORERS, are or 
to names and addresses, and particulars of their ra ick 


Coventsy Pepat axp Scarzw, Co on or 
lore Aug 24, to their names and addresses, and ot or 
. val Phillips, 20, Warwick row, Hughes & Masser, 

try, solors to the 


on or 
Sept 11, to send their full names and and detailed particulars of 
their debts or to Mears Haloee & Co 17, Oli Deniinetn et : 


Kivuireers Mine, Liwrs: 


are required, on or before Aug 27, to send their 


names and of their debts or claims, to Francis 
Trounson, Killifreth Mine, Georcier, Gouswal Daniell & Thomas, Camborne, solors 


to the liquidator 


Lowpow anp WasrainsTer Conseies Corporation, Linrren—Petn for winding a 


sented July 19, directed to 


for Nictise ¢ eppessing mma above-named not later than 2 0’ 
in afternoon of July sa : r 


heard on Ang 2) Foss & Ledaam, 6, Fenchurch pS mt 


5 


Peta for will be heard on 
Lanois on fields, fon tale BP Oo, Manchester, 
reach Busk & Mellor not later than 


Mozamuique Goup a te, Lagutoarios)— Creditor are 


before Aug 23, to send 
i to Louis Charles 


and 
y Alexand Broad avenue 
avenue, solors to the liquidator ~ " — 


i 


N Rourvrix & Co, Laurrep—Creditors juired, bgp = ng to send their 
mames and addresses, and ess of Gul dehen ox dhetten. Mr Frank Hall 
9 and 10, Fenchurch st Mason & Co, Gresham st, solors for liquidator 
Patsswick Syxpicats, Loar: are sousiees, 68 or before Aug a to send 
their names particulars debts or Frederic 
Augustus Wallis, 15, Great George st, Westminster Daxter & Co, Victoria st, Weet- 
Preven Gouo Minas, Liarrgp—Peta for presented July 21, directed to be 
on Aug 1 ' 
ering 1 reach the above-named ot later than 2 o'clock in the afternood> 
Ross Hit Usirep Gop for July 22, 
directed heard on Aug2 Henry H Fanshawe, Raw te Bae 
amp 5 49 the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
Victoria Maysions Restaurayt Co, Petn for np, prevented daly 2. 
to be 2 Sawyer & 7, rence Pountney solors for 
potter Baten af pean hy AAR PBs 3 6 o'clock in 
wet Araican Estates axp Deve.orment Co, Laurrep —Petn for winding 
on Tose Ospthall aves, 
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en me Fo on or before 


and the particulars of eir debts or 
Frederick ‘Wild, Broad st averme Goddard, Great ‘Bt Helen's, 


Forayce axp ee yi Co, ago ee for winding w 
pouty Aug 9, urch st, solors pg 
ust reach the ‘Bibeamuet not later than 6 o’clock in 


Mirena Movurtatx Mistxo Sywvicarte, LanteupSvelitere are required, on or before 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
Booth st, Manchester 
ImMITED—Creditors are uired, on or before A: lg 
with full particulars 
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CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day ov Cram. 
mieeen ton pees —Faivay, July 9. 
Warts, Bad Lencertes, Renee: Kove Aug9 Firth v Naphtali, 


Wrppart, nas. ng] ete iby, York mat ged, Aug9 Weddall y Weddall, Romer, J 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazetie.—Tursvay, July 13. 

Apaus, Jonx, Manchester, Engineer Augi4 Josiah Smith, Manchester 
Aueny, Repecoa, Potter's Bar Sept15 Burton, Runcorn 
Awmanzy, Ricnazp, Potter’s Bar Sept1 Burton, Runcorn 
Axypaews, Wit14n, Old Hill, Stafford, Licensed Victualler July 24 Cooksey, Old Hill 
Avis, Ricnanrp, Castleham, Hollington, Sussex Aug 14 Ellis, St Leonards on Sea 
Bats, Susaxxan, Gt Yarmouth July 31 Ellen & Holt, Gt Yarmouth 
Batter, Jonx, Batley, Woolstapler Aug 3 Deane & Son, Batley 
—-< Gzoraz, Hanthorpe, nr Bourne, Lincoln, Farmer July 28 Jessopp & God- 


Boren, Gaonox Paice, Chelsea Augi0 Beacheroft & Co, Theobald’s rd 
oe ' Wenrwonrtn, West Kensington Sept 1 Lawrence & Co, New sa, 


Caton, Jauzs Bexxre Townsenp, Leadenhall st Aug 24 Bonney, Chancery lane 
Catrzrat, Joux, Chorley, Lancs, Quarrymaster Aug9 Stanton & Sone, Chorley 
Coxs, Susan Axwn, Alfreton, Derby Aug2 Carpenter & Martin, Tiverton 

Cox, Janz, Hammersmith Aug 31 Hunt & Co, Romford 

—— Faavces Exizanern, Great Yarmouth Aug 5 Wiltshire & Son, Great 


Davwsox, Mancaner, Morpeth Augi8 Webb, Morpeth 
Daarzr, Joux Jauzs, Bromley Augi8 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 
Ds Boaap, Ronrer Rivier, Birkenhead Aug 10 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
a cx Tucxer, East Molesey Aug 21 Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pall 
Frost, Joux, Ipswich Aug 20 Jackman & Co, Ipswich 
Gaonex, Wiit1an, Potter Heigham, Norfolk Aug14 Stammers, Basinghall st 
Goxer, Avzxaxpan Have, Hulme, Manchester Aug 14 Sampson & Price, Manchester 
Hauusr, Joux, Birkenhead Aug 10 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Hasvwrr, Wittiau, Axton, Chester Aug10 Thompson & Co, Birkenhead 
Harrea, Kez1a, Winchester Aug 21 Bailey & White, Winchester 
Harrzz, W114, Winchester, China Merchant Aug2l Bailey & White, Winchester 
Heat, Hewny Antuve, ‘Wembley, Coal Merchant Aug 31 Woolley, Gt Winchester st 
Horxsz, Jon Evwanv Ausznt, Morecambe Aug2i Jubb & Co, Halifax 
Lawcasran,Jonx, Manchester, Dyer Aug 20 Sale & Co, Manchester 
Laxeg, Sanu, Sheffield Aug7 Clegg & Sons, Sheffield 

be fa Crowborough, Sussex, House Decorator Aug 10 Cripps & Son, 


Lazs, Gann, Whaley Bridge, nr Stockport Aug? EJ & A Peters, York 
Loerens, Anruun Cuantes, Tunbridge Wells Aug5 Robb, Tunbridge Wells 
Lows, Miss, Harley gins Aug 10 Turnbull, Norfolk st, Strand 

Miiurvetox, Jauzs, Bayswater Sept 30 Cave & Co, Eastcheap 

Nosrarre.y, Harwin, Stoke Newington Sept 1 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 
Parras, Witi1ax Hexny, Greenhithe Aug? Mitchell & Macartney, Gravesend 
Pamurs, Manrua, Canton, Cardiff Aug 9 David & Evans, Cardiff 

Ratru, Tuomas, Tonbridge, Wheelwright Augi3 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Ricuanp, Wi114m, Birmingham, Retail Brewer Aug 19 Lane & Co, Birmingham 
Roazas, Ex1za, Stapleford, Nottingham Aug2 Parr & Butlin, Nottingham 
Suarz, Auvazp, Beauverd Millbrook, Jersey Aug3 Bridger & Son, Dane’s-inn, Strand 
Surrn, Jonx, Leicester Avg 31 Haxby & Co, Leicester 

Guow, Banxazp Gazzx, Southsea Ang 31 Cousins & Burbidge, Portsmouth 
Srace, Groner, Leitester sq, Draper Aug 31 Williamson & Co, Sherborne lane 
Gfacetann, Loviss, Winchester Aug21 Bailey & White, Winchester 





Syxks, Rev Josern, Chester Aug Si Slater & Co 
Wanxp, Tuouas Tvanen, Whalley Range, nr Manchester, Glass Merchant Aug 14 
Sampson & Price, Manchester ” 
Wis, Joux, North Tawton, Devon, Yeoman July 27 Daw & Son, Exeter 
Wootvex, Hewry, Lee, Kent, Butcher Aug 20 McKenna & Co, Basinghall st 
London Gasette.—Fuioar, July 16. 


Bexyerr, Eowarv, Wimbledon Aug4 Cameron & Co, Gresham House 
Brturmar, James, Pemberton House, Cazenoverd Augi5 Reed & Reed, Basinghall st 
Butizr, Major-Gen Eouuxp Manyixauam Mayninenam, Stafford Augl4 Blagg & Co, 


Staffs 
Crapman, Avice, South Tottenham Aug 14 Foster, Aldershot! 
Cuarmax, Mrs Gronorsa, Cheltenham Sept 1 Winterbothams & Gurney, Cheltenham 
Ovaexe, Rt Rev Monsignor Joux Josern, D D, Bristol Aug 20 E & E A Harler, 


Cueworrs, Josuva, Bedford Aug 27 Dootson, Leigh 
Cor.ayp-CrawrorD, Peter Wave Grant, Northwood Augi4 Fladgates & Co, Craig’s 


Dorxin, James, Glazier Sept1 Watson & Son, Oldham 
Fover, Water, Kensington, Butcher Aug3 Clarke, Bucklersbury 


Gore, The Hon Cuarizs Atexanpren, Wimbledon Common Aug 5 Gore, Wimble- 


ounan Cuantorrs, Brighton Sept1 Boxall, Brighton 

Hayrer, Joun, Shaftesbury, Dorset, Carpenter Aug 10 Burridge & Co, Shaftesbury 
Hox, Taomas Manstayp, Thornton Heath, Surrey Aug28 Earle & Co, Manchester 
Suey, Samve. Mauson, Nottingham, Licensed Victualler Aug 21 Eking & Wyles, 


Jenner, Faanoes Sanan, Hastings Sept 1 Ellis & Co, Basinghall st 

Jounsoy, Saran Awe, St John’s Wood Aug 20 Hannay, Coleman st 

Leax, Mrs Louma, Skirbeck, Lincoln Augi8 Staniland, Boston 

Lescuen, Heeman, Kensington Aug 25 Withom & Co, Gray’s inn sq 

Low, Gzoncz Hexny, Wimborne Mingjer, Dorset Aug 30 Dibben, Wimborne Minster 
Maces, Jou, Leeds Aug 23 Beaumont, Leeds 

co, Rev Orso Aveustus, Hawnby, York, Clerk Aug 7 Hugh W & R Pearson, 


Moornovse, nas, Wakefield, Grocer Aug 27 Harrison & Go, Wakefield 
Nevitiz, Anns, Southborough, Kent Augi7 Stenning & Go, Kent 

Oxiey, Eowrm Jacxsow, Manchester Aug 31 Cooper & Sos; Manchester 

Parker, Cuantes, Maida Vale Aug12 Saxton & Morgan; Somerset st, Portman sq 
Paawett, Louis, Kensington Aug3l Drake & Co, Rood lane 

Perx, Wii.1am, Devonport Aug 27 Gard, Devonport 

Piacort, Fayxy, Chelsea Augi2 Garrard & Co, Suffolk st, Pall Mall East 
Rout, Fawny Manta, Waterloo, nr Liverpool Aug 24 Pride, Liverpool 

Rows, Francis Coryxpon, South Kensington Aug2i Morgan & Co, Old Broad st 
Reppex, Jemma, Uxbridge Augi5 Richards & Co, Finsbury sq 

Regs, Davip, Wandsworth July 30 Cubison, King st, Cheapside 

Stack, Jane Ayxe, Willesden Aug 30 Rumney, Basinghall st 

Sect, Ropert, South Shields, Innkeeper July 30 Rennoldson, South Shields 
Sournwett, Many Ayn, Louth, Lincoln Augi4 Wilson & Son, Louth 

Sowenrsy, Sanau, Caistor, Lincoln Augié Brown, Caistor 

Sraixc, Auraep, Sudbury, Saffolk Aug? Bates, Sudbury 

Svinte, Hewry, East Stonehouse, Devon, Licensed Victualler Aug 14 Rodd, East 


Sroxes, Cuan.es, ford Aug 381 Tyler, [ford 

Sraurt, Extex Jane, Southampton Sept8 Newman, Southampton 

Sutiivax, Epwanp, Upper Marylebone st Augi6 Royle & Co, Bedford row 
Surrox, Joux, Salhouse, Norfolk, Farmer Augi6 Goodchild, Norwich 

Swawyrox, Wrii1am, Margate Aug 20 Hills, 

Tanwive, Cuan.es, Freshwater Bay, I of W Aug3l Noon & Clarke, Gt St Helens 
Tioxiz, Many Ann, East Stonehouse, Devon Aug 27 Gard, Devonport 

Touxis, ALrrep, Stockwell Aug 16 Finch & Turner, Cannon st 
Twist, Mary, Birkdale Aug3i Leo & Co, Ormskirk 

Wanrpen, Evsaxor, Bournemouth Sept 13 Rooke & Macdonald, Bath 
Witt1amson, the Rev Ricnarp, DD, Pershore, Worcester Sept 7 Emmet & Co, Blooms- 


aq 
Wrvuie, Jaxer Bisnor, Edinburgh Augi6é Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, July 20. 


Barnow, Apa Louisa, Manchester Aug 26 Tucker & Co, Manchester 

Banrs, Joux, Wakefield, Licensed Victualler Aug7 Lister & Co, Wakefield 

Baier, James, Solihull, Warwick Augi0 Sydney Mitchell {& Willmott, Birminghim 
Crank, Gronaz, Dagenham, Essex, Baker Aug 30 A H Hunt & Co, Romford 
Crarxe, Lavista, Nottingham Aug 31 Maltby, Mansfield 

Davies, Mancanet, Wrexham Sept1 Bellringer & Cunliffe, Liverpool 

Dz Pores, Many Axx, Newton Ferrars, Devon Aug 20 Woolleombe & Son, Plymouth 
Durance, Evizaneta, Nottingham Augi4 Wells & Hind, Nottingham 

Farmer, Henny, Finsbury pk Sept 25 Wedlake, Finsbury Pk 

Fercvusox, Parse Louisa, Gt Malvern Aug 16 {Yonge, Worcester 

FPrayxs, Sir Avevstus Wottasron, Victoria st Aug 15 Wordsworth & Co, Threai- 


Garver, Henry Crosstry, Huddersfield, Innkeeper Aug 31 Bottomley, Hudderefield 
Greoor, Faancis Guaxvitie, Trewarthenich, Cornwall July 31 Hearle & Co, Truro 
Hartanp, Haywan, York Aug3 J E Jones, York 

Hartaxp, Wit114m, York Aug3 J E Jones, York 

Heap, Gzoroz, Upper Norwood Augi3 Martin & Nicholson, Queen st, Cheapside 
Hizey, Louis Ricnagp Tasvanen, Bayswater Aug 81 Woolley, Gt Winchester st 
Jounsox, Witt1am Heway, Doncaster Sept 16 Fisher & Co, Doncaster 

Kxowtes, Many Lucy, Northwich, Chester Aug $1 Bettley Cooke, Middlewich 
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Lawrtox, Jonx, Old Brafford Sept1 Lieyd & Davies, Manchester 

Loxe, Hannan, Leeds Septis Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Moors, Hexny, Codsall, Staffs Aug 30 Underhill & Co, Wolverhampton 

Paiame, duns Hees Loursa, Rheola, Glam Sept 29 Longbourne & Co, Lincola’sinn 


Paurui, Sanam Canotmee, Hampstead Angi8 Pownall & Co, Staple inn 

Picxsaixo, ALDIva Axy, Surbiton, Surrey Augi4 Kerry, Lancaster pl, Stran1 
Powe.t, Farpericx, High Wycombe, Bucks Aug 30 RB B Berridge & Sons, Leicester 
Parce, Gzorce, Warrington Jnly 26 Price, Warrington 

SaTcuwstt. Tomas, Warwick, Farmer Aug 10 Sydney Mitchell & Willmott, Bir- 


ar. 4 Wim, Cheltenham, Glos Aug 28 Buckell, Newport, I of W 
Siupsox, Desonan, Shrewsbury, Salop Aug 31 Drake & Co, Rood lane 
Sovrncort, Mary, Morchard Bishop, Devon Augi4 Wellington, jun, Crediton 
Tuourson, CHARLES, Sheffield Sept 25 Broomhead & Co, Sheffield 
Tupsox, Cxarnces, Holloway Sept 25 Wedlake, Finsbury Park 
Waxer, Mania, Liverpool Aug i¢ Whitley & Co, Liverpool 
London Gazette.—Fuivar, July 23. 
Bexoy, Isaac, Approach rd, Victoria Park Aug2i Howard & Shelton, Tuwer chmbra, 


Bracgmone, Saran, Honiton, Deven Aug 31 Hellier, Honiton 
Browy, Joun Back, Oxford, Ironmonger Aug 25 Galpin, Oxford 


Major-General Epwunp ManyixenamM Mawnixouam, Brocton Lodge, Stafford 
Au u Blagg & Co, Cheadle 
Burtiss, ny Jayz, Bournemouth Oct1 Parker & Parker, Selby 


Canon, Cuances, Finsbury Rark Sept3 Hawks & Co, Southwark 

Carr, Tzomas, Seghill, Northumberland Sept?é Pybus & Son, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Cannou., Jonx, St Helen’s, Lancs, Coal Merchant Aug 3l Bersow & Cook, St Helens 
Cuanitoy, Mary, Newcastle upon Tyme Ang20 Arnott & Co, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Cuswortn, Hararet, Leigh, Lancs Sept1 Dooteom, Leigh 

Dows1xo, Joux, Hornsey rd Aug 31 Bischford & Oo, Walbrook 

Evieasy, Faxxy, Bayswater, Dresemaker July 31 Cooper & Bake, Portman st 

Evans, Euriy, Folkestone Aug2l Proster, Bedferdrow 

Fettowss, the Rev Cuances,.Nonfolk Aug 20 Wilson & Co, Norwich 

Gazves, Hevay Pamir, Studley, Warwick, Buteher Sept 1 Brooks, Birmingham 
Hacer, Joux, Canterbury Sept 21 Mowll & Mowll, Canterbury 

Haneis, Fannx, Mitcham Augi2 Grover & Co, King’s Bench wk, Temple 

Labps, Puruir, Meopham, Kent, Nusseryman Sept29 Russell & Co, Old Jewry chmbrs 
Lawaence, Joun, Chiswick, Licensed Victualler Sept 1° Ruston & Co, Essex st; Strand 
Leaver, Witt1am Jony, Blackheath Sept29 Banister & Co, John st, Bedford row 
Lees, Saran Ann, Leamington Aug 31 Wheble, Leamington 

Mactzax, Joux Dateyurce, Penrith Aug 20 8G &G F Saul, Carlisle 

Manixe, Many Anne, St Leonards on Sea Aug2?i Carless, St Leonards on Sea 
Mriarp, Susax, Boston, Sean Aug 20 Waite & Co, Boston 


| eg eh ins 30 ‘x Gamera, Sow 
enn, Ma A 
og Ms Aa Ludlow, ee Glo Ang Werman & TL, Ladlow | 


Respro, Ext Farnworth, 
free, Guanes oy i” Torr & Go, Oa ahiagdon st, West- | 


minster 
Syrees, Se Right Hon Wittiam Purr, Eatkof, KG Aug 39 Gibbons & Ankle, 


Smrsox, Tuomas, Manchester © Bitton. Sepbotes 
Gramm, Damen Le ayy 1 RBebotham & Co, Derby 
Sura, Witt1am, Burton on Trent Sept1 ¢ & W J Drewry, Burton on Trent 





| Wrernaor, Lacey | 


OE ree a Se ee, eee 

| ‘Vreon, the Rev Wintian Epwanp, Newten Abbot, Devon Aug 3i Bene & Co, Deven- 

Wervtn, Bowrs, Moreton in-the Marsh, Glos Aug 31 Beauchamp & Gallaher, 

Witp, Jou, Rochdale Aug 8} Brierley & Hudsun, Rechdale 

Wittiama, Jase, Brecon Aug 30 Thomas, Brecon 

' Woopueap, Catnentre Boon, Cleckheaton, York Ang 31 Chambers & Chambers, 
— London Gasette—Tursoar, July 27. 

Avprasca, Sarome, Betley, Staford Aug 21 T & E Slancy, Newcastle; Staffs 

Bawxs, Jou Laxpneper, Herne Bay Aug 24 Furley, Canterbury 

Bawxs, Manoaner, Atherton, Lancs Aug 3i Carr, Atherton 

Baasaoox, Winiiem Hewny, Shepperton Sept 29 Williams, Newport, Mon 

Bazrow, Haneret, Redland, Bristol Avg 28 E& EBA Harley, Bristol 

Bexyert, Josspu, Bramley, Leeds, Bearseller Aug 31 Ford & Warren, Leeds 

Cuapwick, Janes, Slack, nr Bacup Aug Si Roberts, Rochdale 

Cuarrsy, Farpsricx Henry, Witney, Ouford, Tailor Aug Si Ravenors, Witaey 

Cranxe, Tuomas Ronsrt, Blackpool Aug23 Houghton & Co, Preston 

Cuarrox, Herazivan, Sheffield Sept 25 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Cuaxtos, Josses, Clapham Aug 3i Grant & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Resuyan, Fhe Right Hon Ricuarpc Earl of, Eaten. sq Aug M4 Richardson & Synnott 

o 


Dew, Gurrrrre Davies, Lianfairpwil, Anglesey, Solicitors Aug 27 Rice & Co, 


Epmorns, Brcwarp, Peckham Sept25 Emanuel & Co, Walbrook 
Exvrs, Ney, North Audley st, Hanoversq .Sept¢6 MSanbury & Co, New Broad st 
Evers, Groner, Winterbourne Stoke, Wilts, Labourer Aug 23 Hodding &Jackson, 


Gaus, Feepertce Harry, Savoy House, Strand Aug27 Rawlinson, New Broad et 
canes Mre Evizacnre Matiipa Aveas, Kensington Sept3 Nicholson & Co, Prince's 
Storey’s gate 


Hicxtex, Wiitram, Cheadle, Chester Aug2 Onoppock, Stockport 

Hovers, Bexaierra, Henley on Thames Scpt1 Woodeock & Co, Wigan 
Jackson, Many, 8t Leonards on Sea Fept4 Raper & Ellman, Battle 

Jzwew, Dayip, New Oxford st Augié Lazarus, Bloomsbury sq 

| onus, Ropaer Puews, Ynysgain, or Criceieth, Carnarvon Aug 23 Jones & Jones, 


Mann xotox, Mantam, Lewes Sept.29 Vinall, Lewes 
Mavupe, Ravmosp Wu1am pe Latuam, South Keasington Aug 13 Bircham & Co, 


Porter, Tuomas, Scarborough Sept1 Watts & Co;Scarborough 

| Riomanvsox, Witt, Cheltenham, Glos Aug 30 Ley & Co, Cheltenham 
Rosissox, Geones Tuomas, Kensington Sept 1 Sawyer & Eliis, Laurence Pountney hill 
Ro.iastox, Maniaxye, Maltby, York Sept 10 Le Brasseur & Oakley, New ob, Linooin’s 


inn 
Swavzsoie, Epwarn Row, Common Iarpenden, Herts Aug7 Read, Parliament st 
| Sroaat, Haway, Altrincham, Hatter Aug 28 Woolfenden, Denton 





Tamran, Cusenes Wnasan, Lower gies.” dag 12 Tiddeman & Enthoven, Finsbury 


Tavwuor, “Buves, Rochdale Ang 34 Peden, 
Tarvos, Jostan, Ceopdon 14 Trinder Sar 
Tooker, Davin, Season & 
T 
ng gy oe 


i icbeloree, Now. 


eee 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. | Howanp, Joux BS 
London Gasette.—Faivay, July 23. ee Castiff, O 
6 ORDERS. 


Bexxert, Ropert. Gloucester, Builder’s Foreman Bristol 
met July 30 Ord Jay 99 Fenchurch-st Court Pet 
yetr & RG High 
July 1 i - 20 _ - - Shanon 
LACKMORR, TApDe Chester, Shopwalker verp 
aay 1 C faded B Eccles, Lanes, 
as, WALTER, AMURL Brooxes, 
Bricklayers Salford Pet Jaly mM Ord J Neate, W B.C 
lam, Baker Reeeuae Court 


Burosss, Hexny, shougnes, G 
ky Fd Ord July | p = 
aon wh lesale .G High Court | July 
Pet July 15 B i Parsons, Sneem 


» Wintiam Heyay, Willesden, Builder High Court 
May 29 Ord July 19 


Cusece, Fra upon Trent, Ching Dealer Stoke 
upon Treat” Pogue ee Ord July 21 
fay a Ord July 21 og -: a0 a 
Conus, K Newsagent Portsmouth ms Pet 
Suly 90 " Ord July 30 a Sanpirorp, Mary, 
Lines, Builder Gt uly 


oux Wriwiam, Cleethorpes, 
Ghimstee a. July ad Ord July 19 


Da Brighton 
se wo uly iP Ont Sale tr Sav Aaeet Beaten 











fon baal Birmingham HABLES JUXON, W. Da ‘ 
Tasiste 17 Giza & i7 Wea ILLIAM Y8ON, 


Canterbury Pet Welnin Ramee gon», Je 


Huy, Fas <1 Laer Butcher 





Kesey, Witte, Manchester, Confectioner Manchester 
a CE, R, "Beindabary 
RRS, ° 
Lee gt Janae, we omanth, Miatienas 
J T ee’ Dealer Pet Jul 
Se ia a ne AY |Donor Ree eh oe 


ilder , W Simallvare 
‘ord Ord ily 1 Shipbu ‘MYBROW, 
utitter Cardiff Pat July 


vee ee 
wee ee 


Taig 1 Ged aly 9 Croydon Pet July 17 Ord 
yee RESCINDING RECEIVING — 


Pet Juiy 8 ort daty 8 . 
Dorehes- 


Crome Eunaiets, emhand Gigh 


17. Ord 
A Sg Cornell, Staicner Peur> Pet | OBDEB a. SS ae AND 


Lewes Lewes Pet. June26 gee ee = 
ans. eine a Cena Bradford Pet 
ay Rpeietign, Kant Tunbridge 

fel, Taos Bolton Pet. July 3 
Yorks, Farmer Wakefield Pet 
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L, Oxton, Chester, Cotton Broker 
2 Off Kec, 35, Victoria st, Li 

¥, Envzst Haverock, Calne, Wilts, Solicitor July 

31 at3 Off Rec, Station FA me ag 
Hexenatt, Gronoe, Bolton, Tin Plate Worker July 31 at 

10.30 Off Rec, 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Hionam, Witttsam Sraxiey, Liverpool, Tailor Aug 4 

atl Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Moose, Jouy, poy Tobacconist July 30 at 3 

Off Rec, Bank chm 


aaa nae Grorce, eee, Blind Maker July 30 
at11.30 Off Ree, % 4, Pavilion buildings, Brighton 
Wits Henry, Billericay, Essex, Li 
"Victualler Aug 4at 1’ Phirchall’ Chelmsford 
Jackman, CLemenrt, gg IW, Ironmonger July 31 at 12 


Newport, I 
Devon Snes Dealer 
July 30 at 2.30 10, Atheneum ter, Plymo' 
Keuvrr, Epwarp, Pontefract, Yorks, Seeeision Agent 
July 30 at il ‘Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 
Maonvs, Avsert, and Bexsauixn Maosvus, Hackney, Boot 
Manu Aug 3 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, 
Carey st 


Maxaiotrr, Hexny, Leadenhall st, African Merchant Aug 
8at12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Massam, bebe ere gy, and Erayest Artuur Diss, 

on upon Hull, oe —+~ - i July 30 at 

11 Ree, Trinity — lane, Hi 

Masrens, Faanx A R, dsbury, Kent, ~ pa Vic- 
tualler Aug 9 at 11 -— Hi 

Mirenevt, Witita™, Exminster. Monten Viet Victualler Aug 
5 at 10.30 Off Rec, 13, Bedford circus. Exeter 

Comes ten Gh un, jun, Newport _> Painter July 30 at 

k chm Newport, Mon 


Pa Fi ow Whiteche a rd, China Dealer Aug 4 at 2.30 
att bidgs, Carey st 


Pexxixotox, Tuomas, Burton Leonard, Yorks, Farmer 
Poon at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
— aati Butcher July 30 at 


er Tuomas Joves, Ferndale, Glam, Grocer July 30 
65, High st, Merthyr Tyd 


Raveuor, —— WitutaM, at yy July S3liati11 Off 


15, Osborne st, Gt G 
Ritey, Gzorcr Henry, Braaford, Grocer Aug 4at il Off 
Manor row, ford 


Rosiys, Lzoxsrp Cuantes, Northampton, Baker Aug 3 
at 11.16 County Court bldgs, Sheep at, Northampton 
Suita, 5b eat Norwich July 30 at3.30 Off Rec, 8, King 


st, 
Srarrorp, Jony Epwanp, Leeds, Fish Merchant Aug 4at 
12 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Tompson, Mary _sneeeee, Leeds, Undertaker Aug 4 
atl1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Tisov, Eowarp, and Janne Groras Stokes, Johnson’s ct, 
Fleet anyon Block Manufacturers Aug 5 at 12 
ge my ldgs, Carey st 
Weavers, Wittiam Cuantes Daaysox, Hollingbourne, 
wright Aug4at10.30 Off Rec, 9, King 


st, 
‘Watca, Tuomas, Chester, Blacksmith July 30 at 10.45 
, Crewe 


Wuir Waren, and Mary Marcaret McDowrre.t, 
g be W, Ladies’ Costumiers July 31 at 3 Off 


Wenn Isle of Wight 
Witte, as Birkenhead, Milk Dealer Aug 3 at 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


‘ ADJUDICATIONS. 
ENNETT, Roperr, penny Builder’s Foreman Bristol 
Pet Jul 20 Ora July 20° 


ROESS, ol Glam, Baker Pontypridd 


A 

Pet July” 7 ‘Ord J y17 

Crarke, Frayx, ie pen Trent, China Dealer Stoke 
‘et July 20 Ord July 21 


Newsagent Portsmouth Pet 
July 20 Ord July 20 


Covu.tnarn, Jecura, and Joux Cov.itnarp, Gosforth, 
we Newcastle on Tyne Pet May 24 Ord 


Cross, , hal Wiu1am, Cleethorpes, am, Builder Great 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Dawsox, Jous, Wimpole, ac Farmer Cambridge 
Pet Ju'y 20 Od J » A 
Deneneres, eats etterlane HighCourt Pet May 


July 19 
Dossoy, orang Lek m Hull, Tubacconist King- 
ston upon H July: 2 Ord J uly 21 


Exus, So egg Kingsteignton, — General Dealer 
Exeter Pet July 21 July 21 
vase, Jauxs, and Jouw Guappers, Castleford, Potters 


Pet July 20 _ Jul 
Darwen, = ade Blackburn 


Hacxino, Jon, 
July 17 Ord July’ a 

Cheshire, Cotton 

Pet June 21 Ord 


16H, Rowatp Greyreti, Oxton 
Jul 7 20 
ny Tinplate Worker Bolton 


ALL, Groror 
Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
Hixus, Faepericx, Canterbury, Butcher Canterbury Pet 


July 20 Ord July 21 
ne, Blindmaker East- 


px, Bexon: G stb 
bourne Ord July 21 
Kasrensena, Jacos, Cardiff, Outfitter Cardiff Pet July 
20 Ord July 21 
Mahzess, Janne, Guildford Swansea Pet July 2 Ord 
uly 


Maoxvs, Avsert, and yy Maaxvus, Hackney, Boot 
Manufacturers h Court Pet July 16 Ord Suly 19 

Masrens, Fraxx A R, Frindsbury, Kent, Licensed Vic- 
tualler. Rochester Pet July8 Ord July 21 

“oe Stationer Dor- 





Masrens, Witi1am James, 
chester Pet 


Mencer, Ja | a Bal ey, Teed ty Burnley Pet July 
20 Ord July 29 

Ours, maa F ith, Stationer Truro Pet July 20 
Northallerton Pet June 5 08. Ord July 1t on 

Pa en z0, Buxton, Ji Siner Stockport Pet July 21 


Ritey, Georcs Hewry, Bradford, Grocer Bradford Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 
ee >) HH, Bromley Croydon Pet June 25 Ord 
20 


Stave, Cuaistorner, Duloe. nee ccna Victualler 
Plymouth Pet June 15° Ord Jal 

— Grores, Glos, Builder Bristal *Pet July 15 Ord 

Agricultural 


Turner, ag Swanley, Kent, 
Labourer Rochester Pet July 2i Ord July 21 
Turnwer, Ricuarp Arraur, St Leonards = bea, Toy 
Dealer Hastings Pet Jaly 10 Ord Jul 

Weaver, Wittam Cuartes Draysoy, | 
—, Wheelwright Maidstone Pet July 17 Ord 
uly1 

Weicu ee tien, piatoss, Blacksmith ,Nant- 
wich Pet Julyi6 Ord J 

Wuysrow, Eayest we thorpe, nr Doncaster, 

Sheffield ‘Pet Jul 17 Ord July 19 


ware Dealer 
Worruan, Perer, jun, se Surrey, Builder Croydon 

Pet July 19 Ord J 
Wrerorp, Wittiam, an dal Cattin's Manager Croy- 


don Pet July 17 Ord July 17 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Cottavox, Grauarx, Twickenham, General Merchant 
High Court Adjud Jan 26,1891 Annul July 5 


London Gazette—Tursvay, July 27. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Axeny, Frayx, _ Carpenter Windsor Pet July 
22 Ord July 


AnNsTEY, hee dy * pristol, Draper Bristol Pet July 9 
Ord July 23 

Austerserey, Rosert, Pontefract Wakefield Pet July 
23 Ord July 23 

Bioust, Wituiam Josern, pe, Printer Leicester 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Crosstry, Wittiam Lowe, Oldham, Commission Agent 

idham Pet July 24 a July 24 

Drewry. WituiamM James, A st, Solicitor High 
Court Pet July 1 Ord Tul y 2 

Ev ot} Leyton, Baker High Court Pet July1 


Every, Tou ’ Sous, 5 ePPing, Grocer Edmonton Pet July 
22 Ord July 

Franky, Wriean Hewry, New Swindon, Wilts, Dairy- 
man Swindon Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Freemayx, Arnruur, Leeds, Painter Leeds Pet July 22 
Ord July 22 

Greey, Jouy, serene, Shoemaker Boston Pet July 14 
Ord July'24 


Gaissett, Gzorcz Henry, Northampton, Grocer North- 
ampton Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Hiast, Fraxx, Bradford, sec cmuaen Agent Bradford 
Pet July 22 Ord Jul 

Hoagvex, Henry Hv rin Mad Kettering, Boot Manufac- 
turer Northampton Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

Hueues, Txomas, by Mp ae Carpenter Ponty- 
pridd Pet July 22 Ord J m 

Izop, Artuur James, West Ang on, Hosier High Court 
Pet July 22 Ord July 

Leaver, Arraur, Roman Ag Old Ford, Boot Maker High 


Court Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Lower, Freperice, West Kensington High Court Pet 
July 22 Ord July 22 

McDowat1, Ly my Porchester st, ae Park, 
Clerk High Co Jaly 22 Ord July 22 

McKezay, Anouinau, Ridgmount grdns, Gower st High 
Court Pet Ma Ord July 21 

Masoy, er ~ Fs Salop, Licensed Victualler 
Madeley Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Morea, WILLIAM gy May Hill Newport,Mon Pet 
July 19 Ord July 1 

Mycrort, Grorce an: and Eouuxsp Wess, Notting- 
—. Manufacturers Nottingham Pet July 22 Ord 

y 22 


Pearson, Siuzon Kay, Bradford, ny Engineer 
Bradford Pet July 23 Ord July 23 

ee = Maartix, et Nether, Yorks Barnsley Pet 
July 22 Ord July 

Porkis, eee Micheldever, Southampton, Foreman 

ester Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Reseame.' Seanen, B ‘wran, Anglesey, Grocer 
Pet Jul ly 22 Ord July 22 

Scorr, Saran, Cliffe at » Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 
July 22 Ord J uly 22 

Suarratr, Witiiam, Gt Grimsby, Drayman Gt Grimsby 


Pet July22 Ord July 22 

Sressine, Groner, Rowhedge, Essex, Grocer Colchester 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Taytor, ALeHoxso Conmenasare, Stockton on a Printer 
Stockton on Tees Pet wag ~~ = July 

Tuoryiey, Hevry, Ashby de la oh, Denier i in Hors2s 
Burton on Trent Pet July 24 aban 

Verxow, Tomas, jun, Walbrook, Photo one High 
Court PetJuly 10 Ord July 15 

Warmer, tae nl Wittam, East Dereham, Norfolk 


Bang >r 


Norwich 22 Ord July 22 
Wastin Bosc, iverpool Liverpool Pet July 15 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of June 1: 


Canter, Atrrep, Halifax Halifax Pet April 24 Ord 
May 29 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of July 16: 





Boxayxp, Atraep Paraicx Josern, - arta Builder 8t. 
Albans PetJune18 Ord July 1 
FIRST MEETINGS 
Anstzy, Georae, Bristol, Aug Sati2 Cf Rec, 
B ae Gee jen ol Be st, General pain Ages 
ENNETT, GzoRG 
Aug 5 at 12 2 Bankraptey bids, Vides, Clsey 6 
Bexxett, Rosexr, St Goonge, Seceater + pela a vagy Fore- 
man Aug 6 at 12.30 Rec, Bank Corn st, 





W Borrs & Co, Aldgate, Wholesale Grocers Aug 5 at 2.30 


st 
Crack, Wriuiam Hewry, , Builder Aug 5 at 11 
Bankru Carey st 
Crossman, Ropert, ~ cre Aug3at 12 Bank- 
ru 


iP’ 
Daviss, ine  Baneer 2. Cycle Agent Aug 3 at 
11.30 Hartiopon, app, London Bridge 
Hartlepoo!, Draper Aug 3 at 2.15 
Royal Hotel, Wet 


Gonos, E H, Aldershot, Castoin Aug 5 at 1230 2%, 
Railway app, London Bridge 

Garcory, Axx, Street, feundvetin, Grocer Aug5 atl Of 
Rec. Bank chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol 

Hitts, Freoenick, Canterbury, — Auz 5 at 9.30 
Off Rec, 73, Castle st, Canter’ 

Hirst, oo B . esumadecinn Agent Aug iatil 
Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Bradford 

Howakrp, Jomx Taomas, Maldon, Essex, Shipbuilder Aug 
4atl Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Hovzrox, Gronoe, Deptford Aug 4 at 11 Bankruptcy 


gs, 
Jounsoy. Taomas Wittiam, Leeds, ‘ee Aug 5 at 
1 Off Rec, 22, Park row, 

Keryow, Groroz, Clayton le Scone, Grocer Aug 18 atl 
County Court hou-e, Blackburn 

Lea, WitiiaM R os Wolverhampton Aug 5 at 10.30 
Off Rec, <= y 

McAvera, — Guildford Aug 5at12 Off Rec, 31, Alex- 
andra rd, Swansea 

Ockewpen, Owss, Brook, Bramshaw, Hants, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 3 at 3.30 Off Rec, 4, East’ st, South- 
ampton 

Otver, Juxia, Falmouth, Cornwall, Stationer Aug 5 at 12 
Off Ree, Boscawen st, Truro 

Robinson, pangans 9, a nang Kent Aug 4 at 12.30 


24, Railwa ridge 
Ga kas 4 at 11.30 24, Railway 


Rovrtroor, HF 
ee .. re itefileld, Lancs Aug 3 atll Off 
, 16, Wood st, Bolton 
Scorr, Baran, Cliffe at Hoo, Kent, Grocer Aug 16 at ll 
115, High st, Rochester 
Spsir, ‘Tames, Eastcheap Aug 5 at 2.30 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 


Sranpine, Samene, Patney, pga Aug 5 at 11.30 
24, Railway app, London Brid 

Turyre, Frepruick, Swanley, Labourer Aug 16 at 11.30 

st, Rochester 

WAruixe, TANLEY WattTuew, Somerset, Hotel Proprietor 
Aug 4 at 12.39 Off Rec, 5b, Hammet st, Taunton 

Wayne, Joux, Palwich, Derby. Farmer "Aug 5 at 11.30 
Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 

Wursrow, Eayest Epwarp, Hexthorpe, nr Doncaster, 
Seek? Deter Aug 4at2.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Axeny, Faanx, Windsor, Carpenter Windsor Pet July 
22 Ord July 22 


AUSTERBERRY, penane, Pontefract Wakefield Pet July 
23 Ord July 


Bewnerr, Geum, Fenchurch st, General Produce Agent 
High Court Pet July 1 Ord July 24 

Biount, WittiaM rig w te ee Printer Leicester 
Pet July16 Ord July 

Biumperec, Epoear Tapen! south Hampstead High Court 
Pet June 8 July 

Cangpa, Os ALFRED, Halifex Halifax Pet April24 Ord 

une 18 

Crosstry, Wittiam Lowe, Oldham, Commission Agent 
Oldham Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Dicktyson, Hersert Youna, allst High Court 

17 Ord July 24 

ILLIAM yw New Swindon, Dairyman 
Ord July 22 

Faeemax, Artuur, , Painter Leeds Pet July 22 
Ord July 22 

Forv, Eouusp Josern, Mitcheldean, nr Ross, Hereford, 
Farmer ord Pet Junel2 Ord July 23 

Grecory, George WitiiaM. Shrewsbury Dental Surgeon 
Shrewsbury Pet June12 Ord July 23 

Gaissett, Georce Heyry, nen, Grocer North- 
ampton Pet July 24 Ord July 24 

Guatrari, Aveusto, Harlesden, ee Engineer 
High Court Pet April26 Ord July 23 

Hawes, Henry oem. * Bristol, Brewer's Agent Bristol 
Pet July15 Ord J 

Hirst, Feawx, Stor, c Commission Agent Bradford 
Pet July 22 Ord Jul 

Hov a, ceeeety oe Deptford High Court Pet June 26 

aes ~ <3 are Bangor Bangor Pet June 30 Ord 

uly 3 

Hvuones, Tuomas, Set, Glam, Carpenter Pontypridd 

Pet July 22 Ord Jaly 


Keevey, Witt ses hall West Gorton, Manchester 
Confectioner Manchester Pet July15 Ord ia S 
Leaves, Artuur, Roman rd, Old Ford, Boot 
High Court Pet July 24 Ord July 24 
ee: Feepericx, West Kensington High Court Pet 
22 Ord July 22 
Lr, ~ noma Ricwagp, aa Publican High 
Pet May 14 ter, Be 
a. wt sleuen 
Pet July 22 0: oe 
Moreay, Wittram James, May Mon Newport, Mon 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 
Newsy, Witttam Browens, Hastings High Court Pet 


June 5 Ord July 22 

Ocxenpex, Owen, B w, Hants, Licensed Victualler 

Sou’ mong toe Pot Jaly 15 + July 22 

Pearsox, Stason Kay, Sani Engineer 
*“pradford Pot July 33 Ord July 23 


FaRanxkuiy, 
Swindon Pet Jul 


Fouts Martin, Hoyland Nether, Yorks Barnsley Pet 
Jul: Ord July 22 
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faxvironv, Many, Whitefield, Lancs Bolton Pet July 2 
Ord July 24 

Boot, Saran, a Son Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 

nly 22. Ord July 

eed Wituan, Gt Grimsby, Drayman Gt Grimsby 
Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Surtn, James Anruur, St Helens, Lancs, Grocer Liver- 

Pet July 5 Ord July 24 

Srepsixc, Grorce, Wivenhoe, Essex, Grocer Colchester 
PetJuly 24 Ord July 24 

Tuoryizy, Hexry, Ashby de la Zouch, Dealer in Horses 
Burton on Trent. Pet July 24 Ord July 24 


Wacstarr, Hexry, Handsworth, Poulterer Birmingham 
Pet July 20 Ord July 24 

Wanmes, Faepericx Wit.s1am, Dereham, Norfolk Nor- 
wich Pet July 22 Ord July 22 

Waruixe, Stastery Wattuew, Dunster, Somerset, Hotel 
Proprietor Taunton Pet July7 Ord July 23 

Warraker, James Hitcnon, Manchester, Yarn Merchant 
Manchester PetMay8 Ord July 22 

Wriu1ams, Epuunp, Liverpool, Flour Dealer Liverpool 
Pet July 13 Ord July 24 

Woononovst, Tuomas Epwarp, Whitwell, Rutland 
Leicester Pet June 30 Ord July 22 











COMMON DISEASES. 
2.—Tue Luyos. 


Lung troubles in the British Isles are more common 
than any other diseases. Simple catarrhs or colds lead to 
bronchitis and inflammation of the lungs. In addition to 
these minor troubles the lungs are subject to diseases due 
to germs, such as consumption. en at a mean sea level 
the oxygen is plentiful, the breathing capacity of the 
} is not used ; but ascend, say, a mile above sea level, 
and all the lung substance is called into play. That is 
aoe cenmemaptres, a59 cuut So pinces 0 mile and more 
above sea level, where they are efited and sometimes 

. Po ia is another disease due to germs. More 
care is required in cold, damp weather to keep them free 
from trouble than any other organs of our body. The 
question of pure air is a vital one, and exercise in all 
weathers in the open air is of the utmost importance. But 
over and above all is the absolute necessity for keeping 
the body in robust health. how quickly a ly, 
anemic person catches cold, and how soon it flies to 
lungs. 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, with its pure Caracas Cocoa, 
Kola, Extract of Malt, and Extract of Hops, is not a 
medicine, but imparts nourishment, and comes to the 
rescue by building up strength and vigour. 

Mothers who would keep their children in good health 
should give them morning and evening Dr. Tibbles’ Vi- 
Cocoa made with hot milk. Delicate men and women who 
have weak lunge, to be hale, robust, and healthy, should 
use Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa morning and evening, and all 
men who have to be exposed to the bleak uncertainty of 
eur trying cl mate should fortify themselves before they 
face their daily toil with Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and they 
ean then brave the fury of the elements with equanimity. 
The writer speaks from mal experience and from 
observation of beneficial effects on others. Ta opens the 
pores and teroporarily excites, coffee stimulates the action 
of the heart, whilst Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa gives strength, 
stamina, and builds up and strengthens the lung tissues. 
lt is. indeed, a wonderful food beverage. Nothing has 
ever been discovered that can approach it in giving light- 





ness of heart, joy of life, flectness of foot, and that 
feeling of comfort which only comes from a full capacity 
tw enjoy every pleasure, moral, intellectual, and physical. 

Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa is made up in 64. packets, and 
Od. and 1s. 6d, tins. It can be obtained from all chemists, 
grocers, and stores, or from Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, 
Limited, 60, 61, and 62, Bunhill-row, London, E.C. 

Merit, and merit alone, is what we claim for Dr. 
Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa, and we are prepared to send to any 
reader (a post-card will do) who names the Soxicrrors’ 
Jovenat a dainty sample tin of Dr. Tibbles’ Vi-Cocoa. 


[AY PRACTICE. — For Sale, an old- 
established Practice in London; price moderate.— 
wt tek ad to Manaaen, 7, Bt. George’s-avenue, 


AW.— Experienced middle-aged Man seeks 
gagement in Solicitor’s Offi ying and 
proms Clerk, &c. ; poner 12 Pears referenoe from 
Address J. T., 170, Vauxhall-steect’ Ps a vr scat 


AW PARTNERSHIP. ~Solicitor desires 

Purchase Share , or Succession to, good Prac- 

tice ; ref —A. 0. “ ” 
i erences. : ee Solicitors’ Journal 


(iva. SERVICE COMMISSION.—Forth- 
Examination.—Junior Clerkship, Office of 

years ina Slicitor's Office ghey 19h ‘Aneune 
The date specified is the latest at which applications can be 
~ “prea They | a > made on forms to be obtained 
; he e Secretary, Civil Service Com- 




















ATENTS.—Mr. F. W. GOLBY, A.1L.M.E., 
M.S A., Patent Agent (late of H.M. Patent Office), 
Ganery W.C. Letters Patent = 


-lane, , W. 


JUST PUBLISHED, Globe 8yo, 2s. 6d. i 


FOUR LECTURES ON THE LAW OF EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY 


AT HOME AND ABROAD. 
By AUGUSTINE BIRRELL, [LP., 


One of Her Majesty's Counsel and Quain Professor of Law at University College, London. 





MACMILLAN & CO. 


LIMITED, Lonpvown. 





St. THOMAS'S HOSPITAL MEDICAL 
SCHOOL, 


Albert Embankment, London, 8.E. 
The WINTER SESSION of 1897-98 will OPEN on 
SATURDAY, OCT. 2, when the Prizes will be distributed 
at Three -mn.., in the Governor's Hal! 


1. 
will be offered for com- 
peuitien fa Begteestes, ie of £150 and one of £60 in 


with either Physiology, Botany, or 
Zocleap Yor fires aoe as Ben one of £50 in Anatomy, 
Prtlcey, and for third year’s students, from 
the Universities. 


Scholarships and money prizes of the value of £300 are 
awarded at the Sessional Examinations, as well as several 
8 Classes are held t t the for the Pre- 
eae Cetin end Intecmatinte MB. Mxaminetions 
of the University of Londen, 

All Hospital Appointments are open to Students without 


Club Rooms and an Athletic Ground are provided for 


its. 
The School Buildi and the Hospital can be seen on 
a] ion to the : 
fees may be paid in one sum or by instalments. 
Entries may be y to re or to H 


arrangements are 
entering from the Universities and for q 
titioners. 
A of a is kept by the Medical 
acaactecs oRre Late le ee 
Clergymen, and others, who receive Students into their 


houses. 
at and all particulars apply to Mr. Rendle, 
H. P. HAWKINS, M.A., M.D. Oxon, Dean. 


ras LONDON HOSPITAL MEDICAL 
- COLLEGE. 


The WINTER SESSION will COMMENCE on FRIDAY, 
OTe Hespital the largest 1 hospital in th 
i is the general hospi e 
——_ and contains nearly 800 beds. Number of in- 
pat ents last year, 11,337 ; out-patients, 158,002 ; accidents, 
4,625. 
‘ a operations daily. 
” AProrntuEnts.—Sixty qualified resident or salaried ap- 
i are made annually. Dressers, materni 
i and clerks, are SS a 
mont ents are free to students 
ospital. Resident officers have free board. 
a ea ae aid tit il te ete 
£120, £60, £60, 5 ‘or 
seabelition at the en of Hephemiber. Numerous Scholar- 
get oy eee 
ES.— one or nineas 
instalmen’ : ts. SY salediicn of Te qeinoes to allowed te the 
sons of members of the profession. 








Major operations in 1896, 


f 
5 
F 
: 
: 
: 
i 


embracing all the Scientific, and Athletic Clubs, is 
i The Giube Union Ground is 


The M ’ 
and Railway Stations are close to the 
a Fe a ledceeation by letter 
‘or A or 
to— SCOTT, Wa ’ 
Mile End, E. 





ha can suit ; 

serted Western Suburbs Register free. Rent collec- 
tions undertaken (large or amall), and Property of all kinds 
te jreferenocs to liens of 2p cary’ Handing. Office, 
(Established 1877). Neeatine ther Oo Keniagton,” . 


| AND SURVEYING.— Advertiser 18 years’ 
Government Surveyor ustralia. prepared 
undertake Surveys of any description in any 


to 
of 
ind Land Sradicates end cuerereeirng ‘caten Sab 


i 














EFFINGHAM WILSON, . 


11, ROYAL EXCHANGE. 
By G. F. EMERY, LL.M. 


HANOY 
CUIDE TO PATENT LAW AND PRACTICE. 
Price 6s. net. 


CATALOGUE GRATI8 ON APPLICATION. 


MESSRS. STIMSON & SONS, 
Auctioneers, Surveyors, and Valuers, 
Land, House, and Estate Agents, 
MOORGATE STREET, BANE, E.C., 
2, NEW KENT ROAD, 8.2. 
(Opposite the Elephant and Castle). 
UCTION SALES are held at the Mart, 
,» om the second and last 
Thursdays in each 
may require. 





on other days as occasion 





ESSRS. HERRING, SON, & DAW, 
AUCTIONEERS, ESTATE AGENTS, VALUERS, 
Sanitary and Mortgage Surveyors, 
6, IRONMONGER LANE, CHEAPSIDE, E.C., 
308, BRIXTON HILL, 8.W., and 


117, WESTERN ROAD, BRIGHTON. (Established 1773.) 





AUCTION SALES. 


hy FSSRS. FIELD & SONS’ AUCTIONS 
take place MUNTHLY, at the MART, and include 
every description of House Property. Printed terms can 
be had on application at their Offices. Messrs. Field & 
Sons undertake surveys of all kinds, and give special 
attention to Rating and Compensation Claims. Offices, 
54, Borough High-street, and 52, Chancery-lane, W.U. 

ADVANCES ON NOTE OF HAND WITHOUT 

SURETIES. 
ESSRS. EDWARDS & OCO., of 17, 





JOHN GERMAN, SON, & BEVEN, 
LAND AGENTS, SURVEYORS & AUCTIONEERS 
59 and 60, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 
Country Offices : 
Asusy-ps-La-Zoucn, LaicesTersHine. 

CuartLey, Starrorpsurne, 
Wiiesiey, Dexpysares. 
Kixestox, Norrts. 
Telegraphic Address, “ Oogitate, Londen.” 


PATENTS and TRADE-MARES. 


W. P. THOMPSON & CO., 
322, High Holborn, W.C. 
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IINICORPORATED LAW SOCEET 
LEGAL EDUCATION. 


Tu Covnctt invite attention to the following scheme of education, adopted | Classes for Final Students are held at the Hall of the wry fe 
n 1892 with the object of affording assistance to Articled Clerks. afternoons each week during the following periods: August to 
For the benefit of Clerks resident in London or who are able to attend, | January to June. oa 
these classes are held and Tutors give advice and assistance at the Hall of the These periods afford five months’ class preparation, and students:4 
Law Society. advised to subscribe for a full course, and cutnialy for not less than thre: 
To those Clerks who are articled ata distance from large towns systematic | months, otherwise the work must necessarily be hurried. % 
instruction with advice and help is given, and a course of preparation Students may join the classes either = or after the Intermadig 
through the post has been formulated. Examination without subscribing to the course of Postal instruction, 
POSTAL INSTRUCTION. is recommended that they should avail themselves of both modes or D 


struction. 
—_ the case of students who have not passed the Intermediate Examination Sa to-either Postal or Cl Sitilies taveithe oP nai 


is by means of monthly papers, and deals with the selected consulting the Tutors wpeai the & of-the in 


portions of en's Commentaries. 
For those who have passed the Intermediate Examination instruction is | by letter at any time. 


afforded by fortnightly papers, and embraces the following rubjects: Equity, RESULTS AND HONOURS. 
Conveyancing, Common Law, Bankruptcy, Criminal and Magisterial Law, The results obtained have been satisfactory. At each of the last 
Probate, Divorce, Admiralty, and Ecclesiastical Law. examinations pupils have obtained honours, and the pe of passes 
These papers both before and after the Intermediate Examinations are | a high one, exceeding 85 per cent. of between two and three hundred p 
varied edit ye year, so that students who may subscribe for more than one pe last peor themselves for examination. It has happened on 
year’s tuition receive additional assistance. occasions that all Olass: pupils have been successful, and the same 
These courses may be commenced at any time, but the Tutors recommend | occurred in the case of subscribers to the Correspondence Courses. 
the Intermediate course should be commenced at an early stage of the TUTORS 
and the Final course soon after the Intermediate Examination has aa tlc Saver Common Law, Bankruptcy —J. Cantse H 


ks can be obtained from Messrs. Stevens & Sons, or other law lending isterial Law, Probate, Divorce, A 
janet = ’ yee pe ofa FSteph aod Soma to cover the a < —_ hen’s Commentaries —Lxoxaun H. Waer, f 
the Fina amination, an en’s Commentaries can be supplied to | 19, Southam -buildings, Chancery-lan: 
citber Class of Postal Subscribers, at a subscription of one guinea, on “: - oe 
applicaticn to the Tutor, Dr. West. FEES. 
CLASS INSTRUCTION. Subscription to postal instruction (12 months) £4 4 0 | (12 months) 4 
Class instruction is also provided on the selected portions of Stephen's | Subscription to Postal instruction (2 years) 6 6 0 | (: 
Commentaries and the subjects above named, and it is recommended that the | Class instruction (3 months) . 44 
classes should be joined after the expiration of a course of Postal instruction. | For those who have ete subscribed for 
Students can join the classes at any time, the fees being proportionate to the Postal instruction .. * -- 38 
attendance 77 
55 








as Inter. Afr we 
Examination. ? 


ape of Class instruction (6 months) .. 
are provided where subscribers may study, and books are supplied | For those who have wepeay! subscribed for 
extra charge. Postal instruction . ; ae 
Periodical test examinations are held by the Tutors. For throe months’ Class instruction 
The Classes for Intermediate Students are held in the Hall of the Society | _ For those who have usta subscribed for Postal instruction 
on three afternoons in each week during the following periods: August to Cheques and Post Office Orders should be made ble to the &: 
November; October to January ; Jan to April ; March t to June. and crossed ‘‘ — > Barctay & Co., Liurrep.” 
Students may subscribe for successive Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane. 














([HE NEW PALACE STEAMERS (LTD.): | 'NSURANOE AGAINST 

GREATLY REDUCED FARES‘0.and'feom uancare | ACCIDENTS of all KINDS. ACCIDENTS and Ls 

TRIPS, Second Galoon te Pint Selon, a Rain ** | EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and FIDELITY GUARANT 
REGULAR SAILINGS RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO. 

CAPITAL, £1,000,000.  088E8 PAID, 3,800,000. 


e242, COB BS SIikt., wTONWDWDowW. A. VIAN, 
and MARGATE on Sundays. Special 


Lt ies st PROBATE VALUATIONS 


AL SOVEREIGN to MARGATE and 
so ea ae pis), ln JEWELS AND SILVER PLATE, &¢. 
‘Tharedags, lenves g Old San Pier (aden Bridge) 9.3 ‘ p ' 
Train leaves Fenchorel-strect st 10.28 etn usage ym rea cog ieopouthelly to announce oo tha that they a os 


Ke to SOUTHEND, MAR- Ed tects ee ae cetera foe 
on Sundays, and lished 1772. 


"Inder the patronage of HM. The Quen and H.&.H. Prince: Louis Battenbera, K.O.B. 
ge: Thursda THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, ARY and LIFE © 
from Fenchurch-street at ’ in ee yg PROPERTY 
wing LIMITED Gecuritios and Annuities PURCHASED. or Ia 
enchurch-street i Be. " {Estastisuzpv 1838), Annuities hgh EQ i TABL 
Gn "and “KORENUOR.” BAY Property Bea tite Torrens and Life Policies end i Lascarterploe, Waterog Bridge, Stand ; 
= Dat . eo lized. ee 
to T. E. a RLOW. Me 4 e 
cate fil pens cpiy io 7. 7, KING'S ABMS YARD, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. BI ae 


RIENT COMPANY’ 
CRUISES to NYS YACHTING | EDE AND SON, Lz tk 


The Steamship “GARONNE,” 3,901 tons register, ROBE 2 MAKERS 


‘Will leave London, 25th August, visiting 
Cuzmavexs, Bavwssvrre: (Baltic Canal), Horexav, 


Kaoaigete Sr. Perenssunc (for ), Srock- 
noum, Wissy, Corznnacen, Cunistiamia, 
Arziving back in London on the 24rd September. rene 
ROBES FOR QUEEN’S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 
Seams se Sh Commas. SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


‘ Law Wigs and Gowns for Registrars, Town 
See shee erks, and Olerke of the Peace, 


Corporation Robes, University and Clergy Gowns. 
Eto to the Wert na Branch Os ESTABLISHED 1689. 
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